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whether it is not equivalent to sending the resolu- 
tions to their death ? 


Mr. MILLSON. Theadoption of the motion | 


to refer will insure the printing of the resolutions, 
After it has been adopted, a motion can be made to 
reconsider, and to-morrow, after we have had time 
for examination, the reference may be reconsid- 
ered, and the resolutions may be adopted. 

Mr. ORR. Then, Mr. Speaker, the object of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr Mrtuisoyn] I 
suppose is not to have these resolutions dis- 
cussed in committee. I am glad to hear that at 
least. But, 1 think that the House is prepared at 
the present time to vote on the resolutions. They 
do nothing more than simply return the thanks 
of Congress to Captain Ingraham for a gallant 
act. It was, sir, an act of gallantry, and it is not 
necessary that it should be vindicated on this floor 
upon any other principle—according to the reso- 
tutions—than upon the great principle of humanity. 
He performed it on the great principle of humanity. 
And what has Captain Ingraham done? He has 
infused new life and spirtt into your Navy; he has 
caused your flag to be ittipeced oe every sea, and 
in every land on the habitable globe. He has done 
more than your armies perhaps accomplished 
during the Mexican war—to have this country 
respected in every land and nation on the face of 
the earth. In the adoption of these resolutions 
the House does not commit itself, and the country 
does not commit itself to any of the debatable 
propositions which may be contained in the able 
letter of the Secretary of State—in some of which 
[ fully concur. 

These resolutions, sir, do not commit the Gov- 
ernment or the country, if they should be passed. 
Captain Ingraham did not deliberate as long as we 
have been deliberating here before he determined 
that Martin Koszta should not be seized by Aus- 
trian authority, and incarcerated in Austrian dun- 
geons. I trust, sir, that the example set us by 
Captain Ingraham, in doing his duty promptly, 
will be followed by this House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inthe discussion of this 
subject, Mr. Speaker, I have heard no objection 
interposed to the language or to the sentiment of 
the resolutions. They are very simple. They 
present, in my judgment, a single point. The only 
point presented in them is this—will Congress re- 
turn to Captain Ingraham its thanks for his gallant 
conduct? I presume, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
not in this House, or in the country, one single 
man, having an American heart, who does not 
admire the manner in which Captain Ingraham 
conducted that matter in a foreign country, with 
a single vessel, in the face of a foe twice as great 
as the force he commanded himself. There is 
about this whole matter something which has 
made me, for one, rejoice that the whole affair has 
taken place. 

Sir, there is more than the conduct of Captain 
Ingraham. I am glad to see that an American 
Secretary, in the discussion of this question, and 
with American authority, came forward to sup- 
port the acts of our officers. If we are that great 
and proud nation which we claim to be, it is time 
that we should have something to say in the law of 
nations. The American Secretary of State has, 
for tne first time, justified the conduct of an Amer- 
ican Officer by American law and American pre- 
cedent. I think that heretofore, in the discussion 
of these questions, our own country has been at 
fault if she has not attained the position which 
she is entitled to among the nations of the earth. 
Iam rejoiced, not only that Captain Ingraham 
displayed, in the face of European authority, a 
gallantry and courage unmatched, in my opinion, 
in the annals of history, but I am also rejoiced 
that an American Secretary has placed his justifi- 
cation for the act upon American authority. 

_Now, I wish to inquire of my friend from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Mittson,] who has interposed, not an 
objection to the resolutions, but an intimation of 
his desire that they should go to a committee, if 
there is in the history of legislation a single in- 
stance where resolutions of this description have 
been sent to the Committee of the Whole? The 
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thanks are worth nothing, if doled out and forced 
reluctantly through the American Congress—— 

Mr. MILLSON, (interrupting.) I do not wish 
to be placed in a false position upon this subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. MILLSON. I do not wish to be con- 
sidered here as one who is suggesting objections 
to the resolution. No man has defended the 
course and conduct of Captain Ingraham more 
warmly and more earnestly than [ have done in 
repeated conversations. But I suggest here 
whether this tribute will not be more acceptable 
to Captain [ngraham himself, as the result of the 
mature deliberation of this House, than as only a 
spontaneous outpouring of inconsideration ? 

Mr. BAYLY. If my colleague will allow me, 
I desire to ask a single question: Does he consider 
a resolution introduced into this House, and re- 
ferred to a committee to which it appropriately 
belongs, and which has undergone its anxious 
scrutiny, as one that has been precipitately and 
incautiously broucht before this House? ’ 

Mr. MILLSON. I reply, that while I have all 
proper confidence in the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and while I consider that my confidence 
is justified by my knowledge of the materials of 
which that committee is composed, yet | regard 
the committees of this House as but aids to the 
House, and not substitutes for it; and that this 
House ought not, in any case, to commit them- 
selves, with a blind adherence, to conclusions to 
which their committees may have arrived. The 
committee have not assisted us by any written 
report of the views they entertain, and the reasons 
upon which they are founded. [t is for these 
reasons that I desire, as well on Captain Ingra- 
ham’s as on other accounts, that the question 
should be referred, rather for the purpose of 
having the resolutions printed, than for the pur- 
pose of giving rise to any protracted discussion 
hereafter. 

If my friend from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] will 
allow me a word more, I will say, that at the time 
when I made the suggestion to the House I had not 
read the resolutions, and | wanted to know some- 
thing about them. I wanted to know whether 
the resolutions committed the American Congress 
and the American Government to any questionable 
doctrines. I concur in the opinion expressed, that 
the course of Captain Ingraham is to be justified, 
and, perhaps, alone justified upon the consider- 
ation of humanity. Captain Ingraham might 
with as much propriety have used the force under 
his command in the harbor of Smyrna for the 
protection of an oppressed fellow-being there, as 
he might, in the desert of Africa, have drawn the 


, sword which he wore, as an officer of his Gov- 


ernment, to protect some fellow-being from force 
and violence. 

But how far is this act the act of the American 
Government? That is the question. It is for 
that reason that | desire the opportunity of con- 
sidering this question, believing, if my suggestion 
had been adopted, that the tribute to Captain In- 
graham would have been much more acceptable, 
and the time of the House would not have been 
so much occupied. There would have really been 
no objection to it, and there would have been a 
unanimous consent by the House, when it prop- 
erly came up for consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The resolutions have 
been before the House, and have been read and 
discussed several times during the morning. I 
think there is no gentleman upon the floor who 
objects to the conclusions or phraseology of the 
resolutions. If there were gentlemen here who 
object to their phraseology or conclusions, for one, 
I should not urge their passage. The gentleman 
says thedifficulty which presents itself to his mind 
is, about making the conduct of Captain Ingraham 
the act of the Government. For one, if it is not 
the act of the Government, I desire to make it so. 
I desire that such gallantry, such bravery, and 
such a display of noble and high qualities should 
become an act of the Government, and be ac- 
knowledged by it. If his conduct has not been 
made the act of the Government by the action of 


any Department, or the President of the United 
States, } desire that Congress should make it so. 
I concur with the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that this transaction of Captain Ingraham has 
contributed more than any other act or any other 
display of gallantry ever made by our troops or 
marine corps to elevate our character, protect our 
commerce wherever our flag is unfurled, and to 
give our citizens protection and safety beneath its 
folds. 1 desire to see the resolutions passed at 
once, unless there is some substantial objection to 
either their phraseology or conclusions. | 

Mr. HILLYER. I concur in the resolutions 
which have been just reported from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. [| concur in their phrase- 
ology. The resolutions themselves will not only 
go before the country and before the world, but 
the reasons given in their favor will also go be- 
fore the country in the Congressional Globe. I 
am not prepared to assent to the reasoning of the 
gentlemen from Virginia [Mr. Bayry] and of 
South Carolina, [Mr. Oxr.] They advocate the 
passage of these resolutions upon the ground that 
they commit this Government to no particular 
policy—to no particular course of argument or 
reasoning. I desire to commit the Government to 
both. They seem to advocate the resolutions upon 
the ground that Captain Ingraham has acted upon 
the great moral principle of benevolence—-of hu- 
manity—in rescuing a distressed individual from 
the oppression of a foreign Power. That reason- 
ing does not command my approbation, and I 
must dissent from it. When the debate in this 
House goes before the world, I desire that it shall 
exhibit other reasons for the passage of these 
resolutions than those assigned by the gentlemen, 
of mere charity—of humanity. 

When a man acts from moral principle he d 
serves the approbation of every good man, but he 
does not deserve the thanks of a great nation. 
We are called upon as the representatives of an 


| independent nation to thank an officer of our Gov- 


ernment for an act performed in the discharge of 
his official duty. I insist upon it that that act 
should be of a public character, and concern the 
public welfare; and such I consider_the conduct 
of Captain Ingraham to be; and it is for this rea- 


} son that I am willing to thank him. I am willing 


to support these resolutions, not because he has 
exercised a charitable feeling, and performed a 
moral duty for the relief of a distressed individual, 
but because by his gallantry he has asserted a 
great American principle—the principle that when- 
ever a foreigner has filed his declaration, under 
our naturalization laws, of an intention to become 
an American citizen, he thereby becomes entitled 
to our protection, and the right to have all the 
energies of our mighty Republic exerted to rescue 
him from the oppressor. 

The position caken by Captain Ingraham con- 
cerns the Republic, an i is for taking that posi- 
tion that he deserves our thanks. However pre- 


| eminent hisconduct may have been as a moralist, 


it deserves not the thanks of his country. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, I have made these remarks 
not in opposition to the resolutions themselves; 
not in opposition to their phraseology—but to let 
the country know that hive are other, and, in 
my judgment, better reasons for supporting the 
resolutions than. those given by the gentlemen 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] and from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr.Bayty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Having been a member of 
the committee to which these resolutions were re- 
ferre!, I rise to express my approval of the words 
which have fallen from the lips of the honorable 
chairman of that committee, [Mr. Bayry,] with 
a singie exception perhaps,—I mean to that which 
related to myself. But since he has imputed to 
me the sin of ancient politics, [laughter,] I think 
I stand upon the right footing when, as an ancient 
member of that defunct party, I rise to defend the 
action of the favorite child of that party—the Amer- 
ican Navy. ; 

This matter, as presented in the resolutions which 
now lie upon your table, has been divested of all 
that doubtful species of question which is involved 
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in the argument referred to by gentlemen who have 

vreceded me, viz: the argument preen by the 
Goasrable Secretary of State. We are not called 
upon now to inquire whether it 1s the duty of an 
American commander to defend the rights of in- 
choate citizenship; but we are called upon to say 
that we approve of the conduct of a man who, in 
the name of his country and under the flag of his 
country, asserts and defends the cause of hu- 
manity. 

The honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Hittver} says such an act as that entitles him 
to no consideration at the hands of this House, 
which is the representative of the nation. A nation 
of republicans—a nation of freemen—a nation 
which, by their Constitution, and by the policy of 
their Government, are identified with individuals, 
in their collective character, are called upon to 
approve of conduct which illustrates our common 
nature, and pours splendor upon the character of 
the American nation 

Sir, the Queen of England never allows an act 
of humanity towards one who claims to be the 
subject of Great Britain, no matter what may be 
his situation, to escape without some distinguished 
token of regard; and hundreds of American sea- 
men are, at this moment, wearing upon their per- 
sons, or preserving at their homes, the tokens of 
that Queen’s appreciation of the exercise of hu- 
manity towards her suffering subjects. Is the 
claim of American citizenship less than the claim 
of citizenship elsewhere? I speak only of in- 
choate, not perfect citizenship. Is the cause of 
humanity—that is what I would now speak of— 
less to be regarded here, and less to be approved, 
than it is abroad? If it is, I do not understand 
that. I fall back upon that old defunct party to 
which the gentleman from Virginia assigns me, 
and declare that that was the principle of that 
party; and if it comes down to me—to baptize me 
with old fogyism—I receive it as I do some other 
unfashionable portions of my creed. 

But, we are asked to refer these resolutions to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and we are told by the eloquent gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Mirzson,] that they will be 
more acceptable to Captain Ingraham after that 
reference, than if we pass upon them atonce. We 
stand here, sir, to reward Captain Ingraham for 
what he has done in our behalf, and not to con- 
sult his feelings. The measure that we are now 
engaged in is one of self-respect. If we were to 
consult Captain Ingraham, the honorable gentle- 
man knows that there is no proyerb more appli- 
cable to the case than the old Latin proverb, ** Bis 


dat qui cito dat’’—‘*he gives twice who gives | 


quickly.’’ Why, sir, while we are deliberating— 
while we are discussing, the spirit of our good ac- 
tion is evaporating, and the whole is becoming a 
mere piece of formal legislation. 


I regret that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Dean|—the author of these resolutions—did not, 
before offering them to the House, submit them to 
a few friends who would have suggested some 
slight modifications and amendments—which I 
know he would have promptly accepted—and 
then this House would have done itself honor by 
a prompt acceptance of them from his hands, and 
by passing them without all this deliberation. The 
time will come when the President’s message will 
be further discussed—unless, indeed, the signs of 
yesterday signify that we have already done with 
it—and | shall hope then to take part in the de- 
bate. That will be the proper time to consider 
how far Koszta was entitled to our protection as 
an American citizen—how far his inchoate citizen- 
ship gave him a claim on us to our protection. In 
my opinion, if it did not give him a perfect claim, 
it gave him a claim on our humanity which was 
perfect, if not as acitizen. It may have given the 
claim of a citizen, however. It is clear that the 
Secretary of State is not himself fully satisfied on 
that point, as in a more recent case he seems to 
have departed from that decision. Let it be dis- 
tinctly understood, however, that this man was 
not upon Austrian soil; he had nothing to do with 
the Austrian Government. On that ground, and 
on that alone, if | am to make reference to Koszta’s 

olitical position, should I take the stand that | 
ao taken in behalf of this resolution. 

[ will not occupy the attention of the House 
in attempting to discuss it. It is one that appeals 
to our feelings as Americans; it is one that appeals 
to us as the representatives of Americans. 


no question whether this man or that man bore 
with him a perfect claim to defense, but it is a 
question whether the flag of the United States 
streams in vain in any quarter of the world— 
whether the oppressed and suffering of the world 
may not claim exception from that species of 
tyranny to which this man was exposed. And, 
consequently, whether we ought not, out of self- 
respect, dignify the legislation of this body by 
showing that we can prove that we have the virtue 
to appreciate and approve and applaud, and, as 
far as possible, to reward an action which reflects 
credit at home, and at every place where it is dis- 
cussed in reference to the Navy of our country. 

| had an opportunity, sir, a few months since, 
to listen abroad to discussions on this very ques- 


tion, and though men doubted whether we might | 


not involve ourselves in difficulty in undertaking 
to defend a citizen whose claim had not been fully 
established—one who had only lodged with us his 
intention to become a citizen—still they believed 
that humanity, and the progress of human rights, 
justify the action of Captain Ingraham, and call for 
applause. When the law of nations comes again 
to be discussed, we shall, perhaps, hear of some 
new Puffendorf, some new Vattel, or some new 
Grotius in our country, who will, on our action, 
and the peculiar situation of affairs in our country, 
demand that there shall be a new provision in that 
law—a proviso which we never will cease to en- 
force by all the means which humanity and nower 
place in our hands. I trust that this House will 
adopt the resolutions at once, and vote down the 
motion to refer them to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
tion on the motion to refer. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I would be obliged 
to the gentleman if he would withdraw his call 
for the previous question for a few moments. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are at least a dozen 
gentlemen desirous of speaking on these resolu- 
tions, and I must decline yielding to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SMITH. If the gentleman will withdraw 
his call, when I shall have concluded what I have 
to say | will renew it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If I withdraw for the gen- 
tleman, I must do so for others who may make 
the same request. 

Mr. SMIt 
lar thanks for calling the previous question just as 
I was about obtaining the possession of the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not see that my col- 
league was seeking the floor. 

Mr.CHURCHWELL. Has the morning hour 
expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 


I move that the rues 


be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I trust that the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee may not 
prevail. 

Mr. MURRAY. I rise to a privileged question. 
I desire to submit a report from the Committee on 
Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into the 

, Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
is also privileged, and being submitted first takes 
precedence. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I desire, Mr. Speaker, 
to know the effect of my motion. If it be adopted 
will it send the resolutions to the committee? It 
so, | withdraw it. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, if the gentleman has withdrawn tt. 

The question was taken, and the House re- 
fused to suspend the rules and resolve itse!f into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


I call for the previous ques- | 


, . . | 
H. Igive my colleague my particu- 


I renew the motion to go 


The question then recurred on seconding the 


call for the previous question. 


Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLinGMan 


and CuuRCHWELL were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 63, noes 80. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, ! shall vote for 


It is |) the resolution reported by the Committee on For- | 
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eign Affairs, not because approve the terms of jt 
but because it is the best now offered tous, . - 

| must, however, be permitted to say that, in my 
judgment, the committee have emasculated the 
original resolution. They have taken from it aj] 
its vigor and manhood, and given us a weak and 
poor substitute. Outof the open and bold reso- 
lution applauding Captain Ingraham for ** yindi- 
ating the right of American citizenship,” we are 
now treated to one which places the thanks of this 
nation upon the ground of personal gallantry and 
humanity. 

We are not left in doubt as to how far the reso- 
lution was intended to cover the principle involved 
in the case; for we have the out-spoken declara- 
tions of the chairman, [Mr. Bayty,] and the elo- 
quent gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanp- 
LER,] that the resolution was purposely so framed 
that while it applauded Captain Ingraham for his 
gallantry, it avoided the debatable question, as to 
how far Koszta was legally entitled to the protec- 
tion he received by virtue of his inchoate citizen- 
ship. For one, sir, I should much have preferred 
a bold and open avowal of principle, even at the 
hazard of a division in this House, to a poor com- 
promise with unanimity. 

Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, whence comes this 
resolution? No one who has observed events 
can for one moment suppose it originated in this 
House. It is but a reflex of the popular judgment 
long since declared. It but gives ‘* form and pres- 
sure’’ to the great movement which agitated the 
public mind when the act of Ingraham ‘was first 
heralded on our shores. And what, sir, was the 
foundation of this agitation? What was it that 
so moved the American heart to its lowest depths? 
Can any one believe that this was all the result of 
a mere act of humanity in releasing an individual 
from imprisonment? No, sir; far deeper lies the 
cause of the national approval. It rests upon the 
broader basis, that an American officer, in a foreign 
country, without instructions from the home Gov- 
ernment, and under circumstances of great trial, 
had the wisdom to recognize the legal right of 
Koszta to American protection, and the energy to 


| declare that he should have it at all hazards. It 


was not the introduction of a new policy, but the 


| manly assertion of a well-established right, en- 


of its vindication? 


forced conspicuously upon the attention of the 
European Governments, that has given to the act 
the public importance which has attached to it. 
And now, Mr. Speaker, let me ask, why should 
we separate the act of Ingraham from the ground 
His name is now historical; 


| it is properly associated in the minds of our 


people with a great political principle, which is 
destined to embalm it, and those who would dis- 
associate them are unjust to him, to the event, and 
to the expectation of our people. 

While the resolution was intended to withhold 


| all commitment upon the principle of protection, 


it invokes a legislative approval of the act upon 
the ground of its humanity. This is not a suffi- 
cient cause for the action of the National Legisla- 
ture. Mere acts of humanity or personal gallantry 
are not so rare in our Navy as to excite our 
** special wonder,”’ or to call for this extraordinary 
testimonial of the Government. 

In the exercise of the feelings of humanity, In- 
graham may have chosen to hazard his own per- 
sonal safety; but when he proceeds to jeopard 
the lives of the men who were intrusted to his 
care, when he places upon chance the involvement 
of his country in all the horrors of war, he must 
act upon the principles of duty; he must look to 
the right and laws of his country, and not te the 
impulses dictated by the feelings of humanity. — 

I have been greatly surprised at the strong ev!- 
dence of a great diversity of opinion here as to the 
legal right of Koszta to American protection. t 
was not prepared for this, as the indication of 
public opinion in this country had given assurance 
of great unanimity. Citizenship has been spoken 
of as a thing complete in itself, admitting of no 
degree or modification. Now, it has never been 
contended by any one that Koszta was a citizen, 
in the full sense of that term, for our laws plainly 
demonstrate the contrary; but the residence of the 
party, and the preliminary oath of intention, give 
to him an incipient citizenship, which would In 
due time ripen into full citizenship; and this con- 
dition bound him to obedience to the Government, 
and entitled him to the correlative obligations of 


| protection from the Government. Without dis- 
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puting about words, but looking to the right in- 
volved, I apprehend, whatever differences of opin- 
ion may here spring up, the judgment of this 
country is irrevocably determined. Let not the 
oppressed foreigner, therefore, fleeing from gov- 
ernmental persecution, fear that when once he 
has landed upon our shores, and entered upon the 
duties of a citizen, that the laws of our country 
or the will of our people will prove inadequate to 
his protection, here or elsewhere. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, rose, and was recog- 
nized by the Speaker. 

Mr. BARRY. Will the gentleman yield fora 
moment to allow me to move an amendment? 

Mr. SMITH. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BARRY. I move to insert after the words 
‘¢ Martin Koszta,’’ the following: 


4 refugee from Hungary, who had flied to the United 


States; who had filed a declaration in the proper court of 


his intention to become an American citizen, and who was 
at the time of his seizure upon Turkish territory. 

I want that amendment to be inserted in the 
original resolutions, after the word ‘* Koszta,”’ for 
the purpose of stating, as far as it can be stated, 
the ground upon which the defense of Captain In- 
graham’s conduct must rest. I agree with the 
gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Puiuips,]thatthis 
resolution, as it now stands before us, is not worth 
much, because it does not purport to assert any 
principle. Now, I propose to place Captain In- 
graham’s conduct upon the only ground on which 
it can be placed—namely, that Koszta was an in- 
choate citizen, and was entitled to the rights of 
inchoate citizenship, and not upon the ground of 
humanity, for | deny that we have any right to 
pass any such resolutions, or to interfere in any 
such case, upon that ground. 

Mr. HILLYER. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama allow me to offer an amendment to the 
original resolutions? 

Mr. SMITH. I do not propose to go very 
deeply into any investigation of the subject of 
these resolutions. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HILLYER. If it be in order, I will then 
send up my resolution to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Two amendments are already 
pending, and the gentleman’s amendment is not, 
therefore, at this time, in order. 

Mr. SMITH. I expect to vote against these 
resolutions in all shapes and forms, and I desire 
to say only a very few words in jus(jfication of 
my position. From the enthusiasm of certain 
gentlemen who advocate the passage of these or 
similar resolutions, and from what my colleague 
from Alabama [Mr. Paixiips] takes to be the 
great movement in the American heart, I take it 
for granted that I shall be in a very small minor- 
ity. I remember, sir, that on a former occasion 
in this House, I was in a minority of one upon a 
question wilder, more frantic, and more enthu- 
siastic than this—(the Kossuth welcome)—there- 
fore [do not dread minorities,as you may know. 
It seems that the friends of these resolutions can- 
not be satisfied with any form of resolution. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. ne is not 
satisfied with the Administration, or with the letter 
of the Secretary of State. They have not gone far 
enough for him. 

My colleague from Alabama, [Mr. Puiiuies,] 
coniplains that the original resolution has been 
emasculated, and that these resolutions are worth- 
less. Well, sir, 1 hope that these, or any other 
resolutions of a similar character, worthless or not, 
as they may be, may not pass this House now, or 
on any other occasion. 

Sir, what do you propose todo? You propose 
to thank a man, in this extraordinary manner, for 
doing simply his duty. 

It is not at all surprising that we should manifest 
some consternation and surprise, when we see any 
man doing hisduty. Any set of two hundred and 
thirty-seven men who would deliberately waste 
fifteen days of the public time, in the first month 
of their session, ought to be surprised that any man 
should do his duty under any circumstances. 
{Laughter.} Here you propose to thank a com- 
mander in your Navy for simply doing his duty, 
and nothing further. And I do say, that however 
gallant, personally, however honorable to his chiv- 
alry and spirit, however noble the act may have 
been in him as a man, yet asa national act, I do 
question its propriety; and I design, on some 
future occasion, to show that there are reasons for 
questioning this act, I take the liberty of saying, 


| to be governed by the heart. 


| can heart. 


; as this unquestionably is. 


further, that the letter of the Secretary of State, 
however elaborated, and however ingeniously de- 
vised and worded it may be, is fuller of fallacies 
generally, and false positions, than any document 
of its character that has been published under the 
sanction of the Government in this country for the 
last twenty-five years. I desire that these resolu- 
tions shall be passed over now, in order that we 
may discuss them more thoroughly; and on some 
other occasion I shall take the liberty of denying 
the doctrines asserted in that paper; and perhaps 
I may be able to induce the House at last to 
pause to consider its consequences. 

Sir, | would advise my honorable and distin- 
guished friend from Alabama [Mr. Puruips} not 
He says that we are 
but responding to a great movement in,the dmeri- 
Well, sir, a statesman had better be 
governed by his head than his heart. The head is 
better than the heart here. Statesmen who have 
been governed by the heart may be found in such 
men as Pericles at.the feet of Aspasia, and Sam- 
son in the lap of Delilah. Let us follow judg- 
ment and not feeling, on great national questions, 
Let us give our heads 
to the State, and our hearts to the women. I 
remember, sir, that two years ago this whole 
country was wild with enthusiasm about Kessuth; 
and now it seems to be going wild about Koszta: 
parallel cases. 

But let us go back to this proposition. You 
propose to reward a naval commander for the 
simple performance of his duty. Some of the very 
gentlemen who are to-day so earnestly advocating 
this measure, refused yesterday, and perhaps many 
times before, to give to a gallant general a mere 
compliment—the title of lieutenant general to Gen- 
eral Scott. 


Mr. Speaker, let us be consistent. ‘There are 


| many cases in the history of our Navy of this 


character. When Captain Long, of the frigate 


| Mississippi, off Marseilles, by his judicious and 


gallant conduct prevented a rupture between 


| France and the United States, by keeping down 


that insubordinate and rebellious agitator, Kos- 
suth, thereby indicating his great courage, great 
firmness, and great intuitive sagacity, he was 
denounced from one end of this Union to the other 
by the papers which were pandering to the public 
heart, to use the favorite phrase of my colleague, 
{Mr. Puiups,} and to the agitation got up by a 
distracting foreigner. Captain Long wasa man of 
great distinction, great capacity, and great charac- 
ter; and yet this House absolutely refused to print 
his letter of vindication, by voting down a motion 
which I submitted to thateffect. Yet public opin- 
ion has long since vindicated Captain Long. 
There is another instance of a like kind in our 
naval history. When Lieutenant Hunter took 


| Alvarado by himself, on his own hook, he was 


denounced, tried by a court martial, and dismissed 
in disgrace from the service of his country! Yes, 
sir, that gallant young lieutenant, for doing more 
than his duty, and taking a town without the aid 


| of fogy diagrams, was absolutely dismissed from 


the service for the simple act—all the fleet not 
doing as much during the whole war. Is thatthe 


| way you would, in your wisdom, reward merit? 
| Is this the way fora great Government and a great 
| people to be consistent ? 


Sir, this House is too frequently led away by 


| what may be considered to be popular applause and 


| popular sentiment. 


i these resolutions to the very end. 


I think that it is time for these 
things to cease. I am of opinion that Captain 
Ingraham, as a man, deserves credit and applause 
for the gallant and chivalrous impulse by which 
he was governed and prompted in acting as he did; 
and as such I applaud, and should be proud to do 
him honor. But I do not wish to commit the 
Government to an act upon which I look as one of 
questionable propriety in a national view. These 
resolutions do not only commit the Government 
to the act of Captain Ingranam, but also to the 
message of the President of the United States’, and 
to the letter of the Secretary of State. They com- 
mit it to all by indorsing the act of the commander 
in the most solemn manner, and in rewarding, not 
by a sword, but by a medal—which is a higher 
honor than that intimated by a sword—the act 
itself. 

When I rose, Mr. Speaker, I had no idea of 
speaking half as longas | have. I desired briefly to 
give one or two reasons why | intended to oppose 
Trusting and 
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believing, from the indications which I see around 
me, that itis the sense of the House to let these 
resolutions he over for further discussion, I will 
now say that it is my intention hereafter to ex- 
amine, with a great deal of care and elaboration, 
the letter of the Secretary of State, as wel! as the 
message of the President of the United States— 
dispuung both as unsound. In order that the 
House may have the better opportunity to discuss 
this thing fully and thoroug ily, as connected with 
the President’s message and the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State, | move that the resolutions be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. I hope 
we shall stay here until the resolutions are better 
understood, and until they be defeated in some 
way or other. : 

Mr.STANTON,of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
like the gentleman from Alabama, I shall state, in 
the outset of my remarks, that I intend to be ex- 
ceedingly brief. I consider the object intended to 
be attained by these resolutions as a very justand 
very important one. It isa part of the duty of 
this House to be performed towardsa most weri- 
torious officer—a duty as important as any that 
can be, or is likely tobe, performed by this House, 
or this Congress, during this session. 

The gentleman who was last up [Mr. Syira, 
of Alabama] argued that this naval officer had 
performed a simple duty, and therefore was not 
entitled to the high honor proposed to be bestowed 
on him by this resolution. It is true, sir, that he 
has performed a simple duty, but he has performed 
it under circumstances which make his act an 
example of the highest possible courage—higher 
courage than 1s exhibited by a military officer on 
the field of battle. It is an instance of moral 
courage—of the very highest moral courage—which 
could possibly have been exhibited. It is not that 
Commander Ingraham carried his vessel along- 
side of the Austrian ship, threw his cable over 
her chains in such a way as to expose his vessel 
to the fire of a superior force, surrounded by 
Austrian vessels in the bay of Smyrna; it is not 
that, sir, which gives him a title to the high honor 
which we propose to do him; because I have no 
doubt you may find a thousand officers, or, at 
least, may find many officers in the American 
Navy who would be capable of a similar act of 
gallantry. But the commander of that vessel 
was under the necessity of determining a great 
question of international law, and of taking on 
himself a high responsibility, relying on the jus- 
tice and propriety of his own decision, and relying 
on the support of the people of the United States 
to sustain him in performing a duty which few of 
our Officers, perhaps, under similar circumstances, 
would have been ready to perform. 

Take an instance somewhat similar in circum- 
stances, but very different in results, and very 
different in the action of the individual who then 
held the honor, and perhaps the lives, of American 
citizens in his hands, or at least in some degree in 
his power. ‘Take the instance of the officer who 
commanded the American ship at the port of Ha- 


| vana, on a recent occasion, when a bloody tragedy 
| was enacted there, and ask yourself what might 
| have been the difference in the result there if he had 


had the spirit and character of Ingraham? Sir, it 
was the moral courage displayed in this instance 
which entitles Commander Ingraham to the act 
we are now about to perform. I regret that the 
usages of the service and the laws of the country 
do not permit this meritorious officer to be re- 
warded in even a better form, and in a higher 
degree, than he can be by the passage of these res- 


| olutions, and by the presentation of a medal. [| 
| regret that he cannot be promoted for that act of 


gallantry and high moral courage. My friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] informs me that the 


| Austrian commander has actually been promoted 


for the performance of hir duty on that occasion, 
This is the spirit with which these transactions 
are viewed by foreign Governments. 

This is not the proper occasion to enter into an 
elaborate argument in regard to the principlescon- 
tained in the Marcy letter—the great questions in- 
volved in the passage of these resolutions—but in 
reference to the phraseology of these resolutions, 
[ cannot see the propriety of the objection made 
by the honorable gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Puiturs.}] I submit to him, and to every gentle- 
man upon this floor, whether the resolutions are 


| not sufficiently distinct and explicit upon that point, 
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and whether it is necessary to insert in them the 





reasons for approving of what the resolutions call 
a judicious and gallant act on the part of Captain 
Ingraham, on the second day of July last, ** in ex- 
tending the protection of the American Govern 

ment to Martin Koszta, by him from 
forcible and illegal seizure and imprisonment on 
board the Austrian brig Hussar.”” 

Why, sir, it is certainly not to be inferred from 
these resolutions that the action of this naval offi- 
was a mere act of humanity. If it was a 
mere act of humanity—an interference in favor of 
a person who had no right to the protection of the 
American Government—it certainly would not 
have been judicious conduct on the part of Cap- 
tain Ingraham. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, (interrupting.) The chairman 
of the committee which introduced these resolu- 
tions, expressly stated that the resolutions were so 
framed as to exclude the question which involved 
the right of citizenship of Martin Koszta. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. It is due to the 
Committee on Foreien Affairs that I should re- 
peat what I have already said, as | am still mis- 
understood. We meant, by our decision, to ex- 
clude all debatable questions, and not that the 
decision should be less emphatic from the cause 
that we did not assign the reasons forit. We left 
the resolutions to speak for themselves. ‘That is 
what I have said over and over again. 

Mr. STANTON, (resuming.) I think the res- 
olutions do speak for themselves, just as expli- 
citly as they would if you should insert in them 
every fact connected with the affair. How much 
would it add to the strength of the resolutions if 
you should say by them ‘*that Martin Koszta, 
a native ofa Hungary, who had declared his in- 
tention of becoming an American citizen,’”? &c. ? 
It does not exclude the fact, because the whole 
world is aware of its existence. Ifthe gentleman 


rescuing 


cer 


intends to declare an abstract principle of inter- , 


national law, | apprehend this ts not the place to 
assert such a principle, and this not the mode in 
which it ought to be done. It seems to me that 
everything which is important is in these resolu- 
tions. It has the sanction of the American Con- 
gress—the sanction ofa great act of gallantry in 
an American naval officer, as well as of high moral 
courage, in executing his simple duty, as the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Smiru] says; and that 
duty the preservation of the rights of those en- 
titled to the protection of the American Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It certainly is not 
my purpose to enter elaborately into the discus- 
sion of this question, but to make a few remarks 
upon it for the consideration of the House, which 
I hope will not be entirely without effect. 

W hen the honorable chairman of the committee, 
or a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
reported these resolutions to the House this morn- 
ing, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
seemed to regard it as a matter of course that they 
should pass. He represented to the House that 
they had been reported from one of the ablest 
committees of this body, and therefore there 
should be an end of all inquiry; in truth, that we 
onght to adopt them without debate, because they 
were reported by a committee of this high intel- 
lectual character. 

The suggestion was made by my colleague that 
some time should be taken for the consideration 
of these important resolutions. Instantly-a great 


degree of feeling and animation was manifested, | 
not only by the gentlemen from South Carolina | 


and Virginia, but also by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, and others. The simple proposition that 
we should greatly consider this matter, and delib- 
erately perform the high duty required at our 
hands, and take time for the purpose of enabling 
us to do so, was regarded as an act of treason to 
the country. TI cannot understand the reason of 
this. Ifthere be any one thing in public conduct, 
or in public legislation, more valuable in its results 
to the common wants of mankind than another, 
it is that sentiment, opinion, and action which is 


expressed after careful consideration and delib- | 


eration. I do not hesitate to say to this House, 
that if ae Ingraham shall receive the com- 
pliment of resolutions passed by this body, he 
would infinitely prefer that they should pass after 
a deliberate examination of the whole question, 
than as a matter of furor and feeling. 
ticular case, what are the facts? 


in this par- 
The chairman 
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of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, or at least 
that committee report a series of resolutions, in 
which, as has been truly said, not one principle is 
vrrofessed to be decided. The committee, instead 
of meeting this question in the spirit in which 
Captain Ingraham met the difficulty in which he 
was placed—instead of coming forward and fear- 
lessly taking the responsibility of the movement 
before the world—avoid the question, and report 
simple resolutions evading all commitment to any 
principle whatever. | say to you, Mr. Speaker, 
and this House, that [ will never act upon any 
such considerations. 

Mr. HARRIS,of Alabama. I wish to ask the 
gentieman a single question, and that is, if the duty 
of protection by the American Government is not 
expressly mnplied from the very phraseology of 
the resolutions? 

Mr.SMITH. We are told by the gentleman 
who reported the resolutions, and by those gen- 
tlemen who have spoken in their favor, that they 
intend to commit themselves tonothing. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido not want to interrupt my 
colleague, but I want to make a single explana- 
tion. I hope I shall have an opportunity soon of 
being heard upon this question. I have said, and 
[ say now to my friend—for he is my friend— 
that I have made no such assertion as he has rep- 
resented me as having made. What I said was, 
that we had not declared the reasoning which 
brought us to the conclusion that we had declared 
the principle of protection—the right of protection 
forthe American Government. One colleague of 
mine objects to a part of the resolutions as being 
deficient. Another colleague of mine objects to 
that part in which we have said that he was en- 
titled to the protection of the American Govern- 
ment. Between these two fires lL do not know 
where I am to larid. 

Mr. SMITH. I will only say one word in 
reference to my colleague. The House will re- 
member that but a moment ago he was endeavor- 
ing to obtain the floor. I took the liberty, asa 
friend, to suggest to him that I thought he ought 
to give others a turn; but he declared solemnly to 
mie, that he had not made a speech upon the subject 
at all, and that he had not said a word. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Speaker, that is a style of 
debate my colleague is certainly not accustomed 
to—l mean to misrepresent a friend. He never 
did it knowingly, that I recollect. He says | told 
him that I had not had the floor to-day. Now I 
did not say that atall. I said that | had not the 
floor upon my own account; that other gentlemen 
had had the floor, and that they had allowed me 
to make explanations, just as my colleague [Mr. 
Smiri} is now doing. That is what I said. 

Now, the gentleman ought to be parliamentarian 
enough—for he has won nearly all his renown in 
parliamentary bodies—to understand the distine- 
tion between having the floor regularly assigned 
to him, and being allowed to occupy it for the 
purpose of explanation through the courtesy of 
other gentlemen. Sir, the Chair has never as- 


| signed the floor to me upon this question, though 


| hope he will do it before this debate is over. 

Mr.SMITH. 1 do not profess to be much of 
a parliamentarian, but I will state, that whether 
my colleague [Mr. Bayty] is a parliamentarian 
or not, he is certainly an able tactician; for if he 
does not succeed in getting the floor upon his own 
hook, he does succeed in getting it upon every- 
body else’s hook. But let this pass. 

The President of the United States, in his in- 
augural address, Jays down admirable views in 
reference to this subject—views which, I venture 
to say, will find a response in the breast of every 
American citizen. He declares that every citizen 
of the United States shall have the broad egis of 
his country spread over him wherever he may 
be. That is the principle which I desire to see 
adopted in the future action of this Government, 
wherever an American citizen, whether by birth 
or adoption, may be—in whatever portion of the 
globe he may be found—the fact that he is an 
American citizen should be enough. Yes, Mr. 
Speaker, it should be enough, in the hour of diffi- 
culty and trial, for him to stand up and say, ‘I 
aman American citizen.’’ 

Sir, that sentiment in the inaugural address was 
responded to literally by the deepest pulsations of 
every American heart; and no American will be 
found who will not stand up and vindicate that 
sentiment wherever it may be assailed, 
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Well, sir, the Secretary of State, following up 
the sentiment so beautifully expressed in the Pres). 
dent’s inaugural, of which the gentleman from 
Alabama, over the way, (Mr. Smiru,} seemed to 
think so lightly, gave to the world that State aper 
to which allusion has been made—a paper which 
never has, and never can be, answered—a paner 
which will stand the scrutiny of time. He avowed 
a principle of international law which will, ere 
long, become acknowledged by the world. 

Gentlemen have undertaken to put the action of 
Captain Ingraham upon the ground that Koezta 
was, in whole or in part, an American citizery. 
Now, | wish to be distinctly understood. Sir, | 
repeat, here in the presence of those with whom | 
am associated in the great purposes of legislation, 
that that paper of the Secretary of State does nor, 
directly or indirectly, in any respect whatsoever, 
place the justification of Captain Ingraham’s eon- 
duct upon the ground that Koszta was, in whole 
or in part, an American citizen, and the country 
does not so understand it. The Secretary of State 
expressly puts it upon the ground that Koszta 
had acquired the rights and privileges of hatit- 
ancy, and refers to the fact that he had taken the 
proper initiative steps to become an American 
citizen, as evidence to show that he had obtained 
the right of habitaney in good faith; and then he 
goes on further to say, in answering the obiection 
which might be made, and has been made, that a 
foreign revolutionist might come here and take 
the initiative steps in one of our courts to become 
an American citizen, with the view of entangling 
us in controversies with foreign Powers, that 
while any person has the power to obtain the right 
of habitancy, the Government is not bound to 
maintain and protect him im those rights, unless 
acquired in good faith. The right of the Govy- 
ernment to protect itself against the effect of such 
an attempt is clear and unmistakable. That is 
the doctrine of Mr. Marcy, and it is a doctrine 
upon which the country may stand with safety. 

Mr. Speaker, in this state of the question, when 
the President has spoken out, when the Secretary 
of State has spoken out, why has not the honor- 
able Committee on Foreign Affairs, with the same 
frankness and courage, spoken out also? 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. Do I understand 
the gentleman from Virginia to say that the letter 
of the Secretary of State does not sanction and 
applaud Captain Ingraham’s conduct? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Oh,no! Certainly, 
on the contrary, that letter did sanetion and ap- 
plaud his conduct. I hope the reporter better 
understands the position I take. I repeat, that the 
Secretary of State did not justify the conduct of 
Captain Ingraham upon the ground that Koszta 
was, in whole or mm part, an American citizen. 
He justified it upon the ground that Koszta had 
acquired the right of domicile, and he referred to 
the initiative steps that he had taken to become a 
citizen, as evidence that that right had been ac- 
quired in good faith. That is the ground he took; 
and he took the further position, inanswer to the 
charge which might be made of involving us in 
conflicts with foreign countries, that this right was 
nota perfect and complete one, imposing a duty 
on this Government to be exercised under all 
circumstances, but one which left this Government 
at liberty to extend its protection Or not. 

Then, sir, the President had spoken in a tone 
that went to the heart of the country; the Secre- 
tary of State had spoken im a tone which had 
reached the extreme borders of our Republic, and 
had searcely called forth a single expression of dis- 
sent; and not only that, but Europe herself has 
been silenced. Sir, it is one of the most remark- 
able facts, perhaps, in the history of the day, that 
in reference to that great State paper which has 
produced such a sensation in this country, and 
commanded so much applause, Europe, so sharp 
to observe the doings of Young America, and so 
ready to censure and to criticise upon al] occa- 
sions, has been almost entirely silent on this sub- 
ject; the public press and politicians of Europe 
have not, in this instance, indulged in their usual 
criticisms, because they could not find fault with 
that great paper, or with the doctrines promulged 
in it. The sbject is now brought to the attention 
of another branch of the Government—the Con- 
cress of the United States—and that, too, ina very 
interesting form, and we ought to rise up to the 
dignity of the oceasion—-we ought to back up the 

|| other Departments of the Government, and base 
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our approval of their course in reference to Koszta 


ym a sentiment, and not upon 


” 


‘ The basetess fabric of a vision 


Sir, 1t was avowed by the chairman of the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, in the opening of 


this debate—although he never had the floor—and 


it has been referred to again and again, in the 
irse of the discussion, that these resolutions 
would not commit anybody to any principle, as 


there was a diversity of opinion upon this occa- 
Now, | want to be committed to a principle. 
nt this House to be divided upon a principle. 
BAYLY, of Virginia. What principle? 
SMITH. I want the vote on the resolu- 
commending Captain Ingraham, to be put 
upon a princi le, 


“Mr. BAYLY. 


sion 


Mr. 


tions 


Tell us what principle. 

Mr. SMITH. I will do so if the gentleman 
will give metime. My colleague asks me upon 
what principle 1 would have this question put. 
Sir, | would have it put upon the great principle 
if right—upon the principle stated in the cele- 
brated letter of the Secretary of State. 

What was the situation of Captain Ingraham 
in the bay of Smyrna? He saw enough to satisfy 
him as to his course of conduct; he saw this man, 
Koszta, in the hands of Austrian power, with an 
American protection in his hands. 

Sir, did it become an officer of this country to 
look behind that paper? It was enough that the 
competent authorities had placed a paper in the 
hands of Koszta, which gave him a claim upon 
the country; and I do not hesitate to say that 
Captain Ingraham would have been false to the 
character which belongs to the American sailor, 
and false to the pride that belongs to an American 
citizen, if, when finding a man, who had the evi- 
dence of a right to American protection in his 
hands, in ‘*durance vile,’? among lawless Aus- 
trians, | may say, he did not doexactly as he did. 
Was he right or not in acting inc onformity to the 
paper in Koszta’s possession? If he were right, 

why not sayso? Why do you notspread over the 

face of the earth the fact that an American soldier, 
or an American sailor, has no right to inquire 
whethera competent authority issued by the proper 
authorities was rightfully issued or not? 
enough for our sailors and soldiers, that the man 
claiming American protection has the evidence of 
his right to it in his possession? Can our seamen 
in foreign lands pause for an instant to inquire 
whether that evidence was issued or not by the 
one who had the right to do it? 

But that is not all. Are the doctrines involved 
in the higher view of the question sound or not? 
Could not this committee go into the principles of 
international law which have been spread before 


the country, and give them the seal of the appro- | 


bation of the assembled Representatives of the 
American people? The President of the United 
States has indicated his sentiments and opinions 
conclusively. The Secretary of State, who has 
our foreign relations in charge, has given his to 
the public unmistakably. The people’s Repre- 
sentatives have now nothing to do but confirm the 
doctrine thus promulgated, and thus give a moral 
tone, as well as legal effect, to the question abroad 
for its perfect settlement in the future. 1 cannot, 
for my life, see why this thing cannot be done. | 
cannot imagine why it is not proper. 

I think then, sir, that under these views of the 
case, without meaning to transgress further on 
the time of the House, that this committee ought 
to have reported the grounds upon which Captain 
ingraham’s conduct was to be justified and ap- 
plauded. The truth is, his merit isin the fact, 
that, ina foreign port, where this question was 
sprung suddenly upon him, and without affording 
him time for reflection, he performed his high 
duty in a gallant and praiseworthy manner. 

Here, before I close, let me say that no man is 
to suppose for an instant that the course of dis- 
cussion or remark had to-day involves any hos- 
tility to Captain Ingraham. I think, it is true, 
that in adopting these resolutions we do more than 
the simple performance of our duties; but that is 
the fashien of the day. Nobody can imagine 
that any one of us is unwilling to give the just 
measure of praise to the gallant officer who so 
nobly illustrated our country’s institutions, 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. Perhaps, Mr. 
Speaker, | should not have presumed to rise, had 
I been duly influenced by what the gentleman from 


Alabama has just now told us, of the character- | me alienum,’’ (nothing that concerns man is foreign || subject. 


That is | 


istics of a statesman. 


heart 


For, i that 
not enter into the Mmuposl 
With him the statesman is 
a creature all_head and no heart. With me, on 
the contrary, the heart is of more account tha 
the head—and that, too, in all the 
cumstances of life, including even the 
statesmanship. A higher authority the in the 
Ueman from Alabama makes more of the 
than of the head. 


gentieman s 


esteem, 


the does 


tion of a statesman. 


possivie cir 
province of 
réen- 
heart 
His command, as well upon the 


Statesman as upon every other person, 18, ** my 
son, give me thine heart The heart first, and 


the head afterwards. ‘The faculties of 
on but to mischief and ruin, 
first given to the right and the true. 

I find that gentlemen of Alabama agree in their 
definition ofa statesman. Another gentleman from 
that State, [Mr. Puitiips,] when reviewing my 
speech, a fortnight ago, kindly informed me that 
lam buta sentimentalist, and not a statesman. 
To use almost precisely his words: ‘* Though 
I had attained some notoriety in the country as a 
sentimentalist, | had never risen to the dignity 
of a statesman.”? I beg that gentleman to be 
patient with me. I may yet become the digni- 
fied, heartless, frigid, conventional sort of being 
that makes up the accepted and current idea of a 


man drive 


unless the heart be 


statesman. ‘They say that Congress is a capital 
place for making a statesman of one who is will- 


ing to come under the process. They say so, for 
the reason that Congress ts a capital place for 
getting rid of all sentiment, and sympathy, and 
conscience. Now, I cannot say that | am very 
ambitious to have realized, in my own person, 
the popular idea of a statesman. Nevertheless, | 
beg the gentleman to be patient with me. When 
I shall have been in Congress a few weeks longer, 
I may so far have lost my heart, and killed my 
soul, as to be a statesman. And then the honor- 
able gentleman will, no doubt, 
me by his own right hand, and install me into tha 
dignity which he and other statesmen so self. 
complacently enjoy. 

But to come to the resolutions. I like them ex- 
ceedingly; and I should rejoice to see them pass 
unanimously. I like them exceedingly, and espe- 
cially because they avoid all questions of nation- 
ality and citizenship; and leave the justification of 
Captain Ingraham to rest on the naked ground of 
humanity. 
guished gentlemen from Virginia and South ¢ 
olina, [Mr. Bayiy and Mr. Orr,] defending the 
resolutions in this light. Delighted wasl, when I 
heard the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] declare, in such impassioned language, that 
humanity is, of itself, ample justification for Cap- 
tain Ingraham’s conduct. 

Captain Ingraham, according to the implication 


I was much pleased to find the distin- 
yar- | 
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be willing to t: ae 


of the resolutions, and according to these gentle- | 


men’s interpretation and defense of the resolu- 
tions, obeyed the simple law of humanity—that 
law, against which, to use Bible language, ‘‘there 
is no law.’’ Not only is it paramount law—but 
against it therecan be no law. Captain Ingraham 
recognized no law for kidnapping and oppressing 
his fellow man. He believed that law is for the 
protection of rights; and he would not acknowledge 
as law what was for the destruction of richts;and, 
therefore, without pausing to inquire into any 
enactments of Turkey or Austria, he generously 
and nobly surrendered himself to the commands of 
the law of humanity, and delivered Koszta. 


Captain Ingraham saw in Koszta a man—a kid- 
napped and oppressed man; and, therefore, he 
determined to set him free. The manhood of 
Koszta was all the warrant that Captain Ingraham 
needed to demand the liberty of Koszta, Captain 
Ingraham’s sympathies are not bounded by State 
or National lines. They are not cowtvetied by 
questions of nationality and citizenship; but where 
he sees his brother kidnapped or outraged, thither 
does he let his sympathies go out effectively for 
the deliverance of such brother. 

I was glad, sir, to hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanpier,} in the course of 
his eloquent speech, quote the maxim ** Bis dat qui 
cilo dat,’’ (he gives twice who gives quic kly s) to 
incite us to the prompt passage of the resolution. 
Weil does Captain Ingraham deserve the benefit 
of this apposite and happy quotation, for he acted 
bravely and beautifully under the inspiration, if 
not of another Latin maxim, nevertheless of the 
sentiment of another Latin maxim: ** Nil humani a 
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tome.) Yes, Captain Ingraham honored this sub- 
ilme maxim, which was coined byas for Ter- 
ence, its high-souled auth ian slave, 
Pass these resolutions, ass them 
promptly and doing so we 
shall honor by 
for 
vole al po Si- 


lave; 
rr, was a Ron 
Mr Speaker- 
unanimously. By 
humanity and honor ourselves; 
we shall rebuke our Severe 
having taken, three years ago, the dix 
tion, that they who rescue their kidoap ped, and 
oppressed, and outraged, and crushed brethren, 
merit, at the hands of this Government, fines and 
imprisonment. Pass these FeROTRtIONS, and you 
will put the seal of your emphatic condemnation 
on that diabolical position; and you will cheer the 
hearts of those who have rescued such poor breth- 
ren, and of others who are dete rmined to rescue 
them whenever the y can get the opportunity to do 
so. Pass these resolutions; and these passed, the 
future rescuers of the most wronged of all men 
will rejoice in knowing, that upon the princ iple of 
these resolutions, and upon the principleby which 
some on this floor have advocated them, they are 
entitled, not to suffer fines and imprisonn vent, but 
to receive gold medals. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Remarkable debate! 
The enlightened world will be astonished when it 
shall have read the debates of the popular branch 
of the American Congress of to-day, in connection 
with the great American State paper upon this 
subject; and it will be astonished at the different 
positions assumed by the legislators upon this floor. 
We find able Representat ives, upon both sides of 
the House, arguing the question upon the ground of 
humanity; and | waselmost forced, by the remarks 
of the honorable member from New York, [Mr. 
SmirH,|toask the Speaker whether Martin Koszta 
was a colored man or not. We find American 
history crowded with those great events which 
justly make us proud of our country. In that 
record there is no incident, perhaps, more brilliant 
than the act of the gallant Ingraham in the port 
of Smyrna. 

But, sir, I propose not to go into the argument 


doing so 


as to the right of giving protection to Martin 
Koszta. The right either existed, or it did not. 


But acting upon the belief that he was entitled to 
protection, | shall go for the resolutions as they 
exist; and, | may remark, thatI should have gone 
for the original resolutions. 

As regards the matter of the recommendation 
of these resolutions by the able committee [on 
‘oreign affairs] which reported them, l will say, 
that | think the House owes some respect to that 
recommendation. It has examined them more 
thoroughly, perhaps, than any gentleman not a 
member of it who has taken part in this running 
debate. In that judgment I heartily concur, having 
formed my opinion after a careful perusal of the 
State paper of Mr. Marcy. 

The effect of this debate just at this time, upon 
the other side of the water, when the leading war 
spirit (Lord Palmerston) has just retired from the 
British Ministry, will be startling; and the discus- 
sion which has taken place here to-day will be 
read there with a remarkable degree of interest. It 
may be the means of introducing a new Ministry, 
and bringing back to Parliament the war spirit 
which has just retired from it. The history of 
passing events is of the most thrilling interest. 
W hile the old world is convulsed with agitation, 
and while all eyes are directed to the Eastern ques- 
tion with intense anxiety, we have still happily a 
quiet and peaceful state of affairs athome. But 
who knows what a few months may bring forth ? 
The Turko-Russian question, notwithstapding the 
present belligerentaspect of affairs, may be adjusted 
by negotiauon. 

“When Cuba and its Africanization may enlist 
the tender sympathies of potentates and their sti- 
pendiaries, the apparent impending war scene 
may be changed to this hemisphere, and become 
a reality. 

Much is involved in the Cuban question. All 
parties look to its solution with the liveliest inter- 
est. While it is charged that Great Britain is 
conniving at schemes adverse to our interest, 
have a denial of such interference upon the part 
of that Power—that she has entered into no stipu- 
lations upon the subject. But the fact of her 
having intermeddled is too glaring to deceive even 
the most common observer of passing events, and 
revelations are becoming daily apparent to the 
public eye. But I will not go further into this 
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Notwithstanding the variety of argument ad- 


duced here, notwithstanding the different views 
which have been presented by members who have 
spoken upon this question, I think, if we under- 


etand each other aright, that there is no member ; 


of this House opposed to tendering thanks and a 
medal to an accomplished officer, whose valorous 
conduct has attracted the admiration and the plau- 
dits of the good of every land. I hope the House 
will pass the resolutions reported by the committee 
unanimously. 

Mr. ORR. The remarks made by the gentle- 
man from Virginia furthest from me, [Mr. Smiru,] 
require that I shall make a brief explanation in 
behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I! 
will make a suggestion, and I hope the chairman of 
that committee will elucidate itatlength. Neither 
the President’s message nor the accompanying doc- 
uments have as yet been referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. How then could it be ex- 
pected that this committee, in these resolutions, 
should have stated the grounds, as insisted upon 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr.Smirn,} for 
tendering thanks to Captain Ingraham? They 
have had no official cognizance of the message or 
correspondence accompanying it at all. When 
this correspondence 1s referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and it is found necessary by 
them to give expression to the opinions of this 
Congress in the shape of resolutions, | have no 
doubt that such resolutions will be reported by 
that committee. 

One more remark in reply to the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru.| When was it ever 
known to be necessary that, in a resolution of 
thanks—for the present resolutions are substan- 
tially such—that we should go into an argument 
to vindicate the great principle of international law, 
or any other law? 

Do you proceed to detail the plan and order 
of battle when you thank a general? Not at all. 
Do you explain and set forth, in detail, the grounds 
upon which his conduct is meritorious, or state 
the causes of the war leading to the battle, or do 
you not rather make the simple declaration that 
your thanks are due for the gallant and good 
conduct of the officer? Thatis all. That is pre- 
cisely what it is proposed to do in this case. 

The passage of the resolutions will be justified 
upon the ground of humanity, without assigning 
any other reason in debate, that were not neces- 
sary to be stated in the resolutions. Captain 
Ingraham found Koszta had been illegally seized, 
and unlawfully detained, by Austrian authorities 
in Turkish territory. If the illegal act was con- 
summated by transferring him to an Austrian 
dungeon, then his doom was sealed; and it was 
a noble humanity that prompted Captain Ingra- 
ham to step forward, at eminent personal hazard, 
and rescue this unfortunate man from the high- 
handed outrage perpetrated upon him, and, through 
him, upon humanity. I thank the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bayuy] for his courtesy in allowing 
me to make these remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama. Will the gentle- 
man from Virginia now allow me for a minute? 

Mr. BAYLY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not rise for the purpose 
of consuming the time of the House; but being a 
member of the committee which reported these 
resolutions, I desire simply to say a word in ex- 
planation; for it seems to me that, in the course 
of the debate, a mist has quite unnecessarily been 
thrown around these fesatidiond, while a simple 
analysis would render them perfectly clear, and 
show that they are not liable to the misinterpre- 
tation which has been put upon them by some 
gentlemen here this morning. 

It has been asserted that these resolutions are en- 
tirely destitute of everything like principle. Sir, 
if that had been the case, I should not have been 
found here supporting them. I believe in the prin- 
ciple put forth in the document emanating from 
the State Department, to which allusion has so 
often been made this morning. I believe with 
other gentlemen, that it is one of the most re- 
markable documents of the day, and that it is like- 
ly to constitute a_new era in the history of inter- 
national law. Well, sir, these resolutions, I hold 
to be based—to be predicated upon that document. 
The letter of the Secretary of State does not pre- 
tend to go into a declaration that Koszta was en- 
titled to the claim of full citizenship, but it does 
assert the proposition that he was entitled to the 
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protection of the American Government. To that 
extent it goes, and no further. 

Now, let me ask the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Smttn] what he would have us 
assert? It seems to me, with all due deference to 
him, that he misunderstands the idea expressed in 
the resolutions. If I understand them, they come 
directly up and assert the principle expressed by 
the gentleman himself—as broadly as he himself 
asserts it. They assert the great principle that 
Koszta was entitled to the protection of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I dislike to inter- 
rupt the gentleman, but | desire to say that it is 
very likely | may have misunderstood the reso- 
lutions. Of course I, being entirely an outsider, 
could not have seen the resolutions until they were 
brought in here, and reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. They were reported to the House, 
but every one knows how difficult it is to hear in 
the bustle and confusion of this Hall. 
therefore, that it is very possible I may have mis- 
understood them. But it is very evident from the 
discussion, that other gentlemen, too, have fallen 
into the same error. I understood the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Smiru] to put the  engoedl 
tion for the resolutions upon the ground of hu- 


| manity; and that then he branched off into the 


question of succoring the oppressed all over the 
world. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolutions speak for 
themselves. | will read them, and I| ask the atten- 
tion of the House to them. 

Mr. BARRY. [I riseto a question of order. I 
do not like to be discourteous to gentlemen, but I 
ask that the question may be settled. 1 desire to 
know whether the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 

3ayLy,] holding the floor, has the right to yield it 
to other gentlemen for the purpose of making 
I raise the question as to the rule. As 
1 understand it, no gentleman has the power to 
yield the floor to another, except for the purpose 
of explanation. I raise the question in all kind- 
ness to the gentleman, and I hope I will not be 
misunderstood. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has only the 
right to yield for explanation. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

I desire that the 
Touse may understand what the joint resolutions 
embrace. 

Mr. H. here read the first resolution, and then 
resumed, as follows: 


Now, sir, is there not a principle involved there? || 
Precisely the principle that was as- | 
serted in the letter of the Secretary of State, that || 


What is it? 


Martin Koszta, although he had not been admitted 


to the full rights of distinct citizenship, was still || 


entitled to the right of protection by the American 
Government. That is as far as that document 
went; itis as far as I understand the gentleman 
from Virginia is willing to go; it is as far as the 
joint resolutions go. It occurs to me, that in this 
form there can be no possible objection to them. 
Mr.PHILLIPS. The objection to them is that 
they do notassert the right of Koszta to protection. 


The words that were in the original resolutions, || 


vindicating the rights of the American citizen, are 
not in these resolutions. There is nothing th them 
which asserts the right of Koszta to protection. 

Mr. HARRIS. It would hardly be supposed 
that the Congress of the United States would ten- 
der thanks to a man for doing a thing which he 
had no right to do. That is the reply which I 
make to my colleague. The act of tendering 
thanks to Captain Ingraham is a recognition of 
his authority to extend protection that could not 
be justified, much less commended, save upon the 
idea that Koszta had the right to claim it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Alabama, {[Mr. aa iff understand him, 
says that Koszta was entitled to the protection of 
the American Government. I ask the gentleman 
how far he was entitled to that protection? If Aus- 


tria had refused to give him up, orto release him, | 

| would this country have been justified in declaring || 

| war against Austria? 
Mr. HARRIS. That is carrying the matter 


far beyond the limits of the present resolutions. It 
would open the whole field of debate. 1 do not 
propose to follow the gentleman, and the point I 
am debating is their proper construction. The 
simple purpose of these resolutions is a tender of 
thanks for what has been done. That is all. 


BE. 


| Now, I believe that if we had a right 


I say, | 


| very safe thing. 
| drawing these resolutions; and, as 
| when interrupting my friend from South Carolina, 


t was precisely for the pur- | [Mr. Orr,] the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


a of explanation that I rose. 





‘| general or commodore fighting a battle. 
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Mr. JONES. Then, if lL understand the steund 
taken by gentlemen who are favorable to these 
resolutions, it is that we had a right to demand the 
release of Koszta; and if Austria refused to give 


him up, why we could just go about our business. 





Mr. HARRIS. I cannot yield the floor to en- 
able the gentleman to make a speech. 

Mr. JONES. If Koszta had e right to the pro- 
tection of this Government, we should have had 
to enforce his rights, even if we had had to resort 
to war in so doing. 

[Cries of ‘* Order !’’] 

Mr. HARRIS. I cannot yield to the gentle. 
man. I feel that I have already trespassed too 


| long upon the kindness of my friend from Vir- 


ginia, and I now resign the floor to him. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. This debate, and 
the character of the criticisms which have been 


| made on the resolutions, would have surprised 


me, if anything nowadays could surprise me in 
the House of Representatives. The Committee 


/on Foreign Affairs, on this occasion, have ap- 


eared to me very much like the man in the front- 


| ispiece of the almanacs—we are fired at from 
| every sign in the zodiac; and, in getting up to say 
| a word in defense of what we have done, | have 


some difficulty as to whether I shall reply to Tau- 
rus, who, with his stentorian voice, speaks with 
so much emphasis from the other side of the 
House, or to Saggitarius, or to Cancer, or to 
Pisces. I do not know precisely to whom I shall 
reply; Leo has notspoken. I shall attempt, how- 
ever, as far as it is possible for me to do it, to take 
up the salient points of this debate. 

And, sir, it first becomes me to state to the 
House precisely what we have, and what we have 
not done; for it seems that gentlemen have entered 
with great zeal into this debate, without under- 


| standing, as their own admission shows, what 


they are talking about. The gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Dean|—in a hurry, as he will admit, 
when he comes to speak on this question, which 
he will havea right to do—did what is generally a 
He looked to a precedent in 
said before, 


thought the gentleman from New York had fol- 
lowed that precedent too literally. He proposed 
the following: 


* Resolved, That the thanks of Congress be and they are 
hereby presented to Captain Duncan N. Ingraham, com- 
manding the United States sloop of-war St. Louis, and to 
the officers and men under his command for their gallaut 
conduct on the second day of July last, in asserting and 
protecting the right of American citizenship, native and 
adopted, by the rescue of Martin Koszta, in the harbor of 
Smyrna, from his forcible and illegal seizure and imprison- 
ment.”? 


The gentleman from Alabama says that we have 
emasculated that resolution. Let us see to what 


| extent we have amended it; and then let the Amer- 


ican Congress decide whether we are liable or not 


| to the charge of having emasculated it. We struck 
| out the vote of thanks to the officers and men under 


the command of Captain Ingraham. And why did 
we do it?) His was not an act such as that a 

ne 
officers and men had nothing to do with it in this 
case—in those generally most. It was a moral act 
in this case. We struck out ‘the officers and 
men”’ because they incurred no responsibility; 
they did nothing. Well, what else did we do? 
In lieu of the words ‘ for their gallant conduct in 
asserting the rights of American citizenship, na- 
tive and adopted,’’ we substituted ‘‘ for his judi- 


| cious and gallant conduct, on the second day of July 


last, in extending the protection of the American Gov- 
ernment to Martin Koszta, by rescuing him from 
forcible and illegal seizure and imprisonment on board 
the Austrian brig Hussar.”’ : 

Now, sir, if there be anything in American 
diplomacy to which I object—and God knows 
that | am as proud of it as any other American 
ought to be—it is the disposition manifested in the 
Department of State to make forensic arguments 
in diplomatic papers. We are too forensic in all 
our State papers. All the other Governments of 
the world, whose example isto be aoe have 
satisfied themselves with stating conclusions. 

It is the fashion in this country of late, how- 
ever, not only to come to conc usions, but to 
make forensic arguments. I do not want to con- 


| demn anybody, but I think for a long time that it 
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has been a great error in American diplomacy to 
be dealing in forensic arguments. In the early 
days of the Republic, hen our State papers were 
ao distinguished, it was not so. When we had 
the question of 54° 40’ up, and now when we had 
the Koszta question up, you had and have long 
forensic arguments. And then, when they go be- 
fore the American people—and this House is in 
that respect a type of the American people—the 
whole trouble and difficulty is with the arguments, 
and not with the judgments of the Government. | 
am opposed to forensic arguments; | am in favor 
of precise judgments. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not like to take the 
floor from the gentleman from Virginia; but as he 
is opposed to argument, and in favor of judgment, 
] propose that the House go to the consideration 
of the business on the Speaker’s table, and thus 
cut off argument. 

The question was put on Mr. WuHeever’s mo- 
tion and negatived. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Speaker, move up your 
dial a little, so as not to take that time out of my 
turn. [ was answering the objection of my 
friend from Virginia, and of other gentlemen, that 
in these resolutions we propounded a conclusion, 
and did not assign a reason. Well, | was sur- 
prised to hear my friend from Virginia [Mr. Smirn] 
make a difficulty of this sort, for he and I have 
studied the history of polities; and it has occurred 
that at one time—in better days than these, Mr. 
Speaker—in the days of Jefferson—the republican 
party, with Jefferson at its head, arraigned the 
Supreme Court for not conteMing themselves with 
pronouncing judgments, but giving opinions em- 
bracing questions not involved in the cause. And 
it was a good criticism. They did not content 
themselves with deciding the causes before them, 
but went on and gave opinions to be regarded as 
law in other cases. I have always been with Jef- 
ferson and the republican party in that respect. 
The duty of the Supreme Court was to pronounce 
judgment, and not to give opinions, in which opin- 
ions were expressed that were not called for in 
the case before them. 

If it is true with the courts that they ought to 
confine themselves to the cases before them, it is 
more emphatically true in acts of the Government 
connected with our foreign affairs. Pronounce 
judgment, and let everybody find out for himself 
the reasons for supporting that judgment—not 
weaken the judgment by giving a bad reason for 
it. My opinion is that it would be a very judi- 
cious course to pursue. Not to pronounce equivo- 
cal judgments—not as the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Puirutips] says, we have done on this 
occasion, come here with a compromise—but to 
pronounce a Clear and distinct judgment. That 
is what the committee has done on this occasion. 
That does not seem, however, to satisfy gentlemen. 
They are not content to applaud Captain Ingraham 
for what he has done; they are not content with 
the governmental sanction of what he has done; 
but they want us to write it out in a long treatise, 
with all the **ifs”’ and ‘‘ans,”’ and qualifications 
of argument. What Captain Ingraham did is 


what the Committee on Foreign Affairs call on | 


the American Congress to approve, and not what 
anybody has said in justification of the act. I 
suppose they want us to quote the whole record 
and the argument of the counsel in the judgment. 
Well, sir, that was not the view which the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs took of the matter. We 
made no compromise—for there was none—the 
House will allow me this reference to the action of 
the committee, though not exactly parliamentary— 
we went therelike nine respectable gentlemen; weall 
bad the same thing in view—to do a proper thing in 
a proper way; we talked over it, we looked at the 
difficulties and came to the conclusion, that if we 
brought in a resolution declaring that we approved 
of the conduct of Captain Ingraham, and desig- 
nated by day and date the conduct to which we 
alluded, and not alone by referring to the day and 
date, but by description also, that would be suffi- 
cient without going into the question whether that 
conduct was right on this ground or that—wheth- 
er he was entitled to protection on the ground that 
he was an American citizen, or upon the ground 
taken by my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Cuanpier,] of humanity. We came to the con- 
clusion that all which the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs ought to do, was to ask the opinion of 
Congress upon this act itself, without asking its 
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opinion of the reason assigned in justification of 
the act. 

Sir, we never ought to give reasons in such a 
case as this. One gentleman said we did not have 
the subject before us, as the President’s message 
had not been referred. Well, it so happens that 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Dray] intro- 
duced his resolutions, to which | havealready re- 
ferred, and this House did refer them to us, and 
require us to make a reportuponthem. Likeindus- 
trious men, we performed our duty and reported 
upon them. We reported speedily, too, for the rea- 
son I assigned when I| was interrupting my friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] and for a reason 
which was much more eloquently assigned by my 
colleague upon the committee, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanp.er,] that the thanks 
amounted to nothing, if tardtly proffered. The 
Austrian Government has promoted its officer who 
was engaged in this affair, and has conferred upon 
him a high and unusual honor. For what, | am 
not precisely able to ascertain, unless it be that he 
was entitled te credit for saving his ships from de- 
struction. That is a very proper reason for pro- 
motion, I admit, if the thing had been done in a 
different way. We have nothing todo with that, 
however. They have promoted their officer for 
saving their ships,as I presume. We cannot pro- 
mote Captain Ingraham, although he saved his 
ship, too, and did it without complying with terms, 
usages and laws as they now are; but we can do 
something more significant—we can say to him 
that the heart of the American Congress is with 
him; and that ought to be more to him than all 
the stars and garters which can be conferred. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Puituips} 
has pursued a course of argument upon this 
occasion not at all unusual, in which he under- 
took to condemn the conclusion at which we 


| had arrived, on account of the unsoundness of 


some of the reasons which had been assigned in 
support of it. He says that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanp.er] puts it upon the 
ground of humanity, and he argues that Captain 
Ingraham had no right to interfere upon any such 
ground as an American officer. To act from feel- 
ings of humanity was not within the line of his 
duty. 

Have we come this, that the American Army 
and Navy can never act to prevent a wrong not 
immediately theirown? Has it come to this, that 
we are so wrapped up in our selfishness, that an 
officer ought to be censured, rather than be praised, 
for interfering, as an officer of the Government, 
in an act of humanity, in which American citi- 
zens are not concerned? I do not so understand 
their duties. [ admit that our officers have no 
right to go out as propagandists, as philanthro- 
pists, to meddle in the affairs of other people, 


| when their sympathies might lead them to inter- 


fere. Bat I do say that there are occasions 
when they ought to interfere; and in cases of 
pressing emergency, not wait for instructions. 
Our resolutions are full and comprehensive, and 
assert everything which ought to be asserted. 
We assert that Captain Ingraham was right in ex- 
tending American protection to this man, under 
the circumstances in which he acted. What more 
do gentlemen want? Emasculated, indeed? Res- 
olutions, asserting such principles as these do, to 
bespoken of as unmeaning—I will notsay unmanly ! 
Charge, indeed, with non-committalism resolutions 
so pregnant with meaning as these! My friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Smiru] thought 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (interrupting.) Let 
me ask my friend a single question, while upon 
this particular point. Suppose Koszta had had no 
claim upon the United States at all; that he had 
never been here; that he was a British subject, and 
had been unlawfully seized and taken on board 
the Hussar, would not your resolutions have cov- 
ered stich a case just as well? 

Mr. BAYLY. Why, my friend, the resolutions 
thank Captain Ingraham for having gallantly and 
judiciously extended the protection of the American 
Government in the precise case in which he acted. 
Such is the character of these resolutions. Does 
any gentleman suppose that we are going to pro- 
teeteverybody. Why,no! Toredress the wrongs 
of every man? Why, no! I may hereafterdefine, 
if I find it proper, the cases in which alone—and 
there are such cases, interference of our officers in 


cases not immediately our own might be proper. 
But | have not time now. 
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I was going on to say, when my colleague from 
the Fairfax district [Mr. Smirnu] interrupted me, 
that my colleague from the Norfolk district (Mr. 
Miixson] had complained that the House had not 
had an opportunity for consideration. Why, sir, 
that thing is constantly said about everything that 
comes before tne House. But let us see how it 
is on this occasion—let us see whether there has 
been no opportunity for the examination of these 
resolutions. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. 
Dean] introduced the resolutions. They lay over 
under the rule. When they came upagain he yielded 
to a suggestion of mine that they had better go to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, of which he 
was a member. They went to that committee. 
They were there scrutinized and brought in here 
indorsed by the unanimous vote of the committee. 
They are short and simple; but yet, forsooth, the 
gentleman says they have not undergone sufficient 
consideration. Ido not know whatgentlemen mean 
by subjecting a resolution to sufficient considera- 
tion; but it seems to me that such a charge surely 
cannot be brought in a case like this. 

I dislike to detain the House unnecessarily by 
any remarks of mine, but, before | conclude, I 
desire to refer to the remarks of the gentleman 
over the way from Alabama, (Mr.Smiru.| That 
gentleman seems to think this is another Kossuth 
affair. Why, that gentleman knows that, as far 
as that matter is concerned, | went with him in 
opposition to the Kossuth movement. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. My impression is 
that the gendeman is taking rather more credit to 
himself than he deserves. I do not recollect dis- 
tinctly, but my impression is, that, for a consider- 


able time, | stood very solitary in my opposition 
to that movement. 


Mr. BAYLY. Well, about that I do not 
know. I think myself that upon that occasion 
the gentleman ran a little ahead of the music, as I 
think he is doing on this occasion. [{Laughter.]} 
[ do not know whether | kept up with him in 
running ahead of the music. I do not think I did. 
That gentleman, however, must recollect that I 
voted against the admission of Kossuth upon, this 
floor; and that I was denounced as not being a 
friend of liberty, because I did not think that man 
the impersonation of the spirit of liberty. ] may 
have come tardily to the gentleman’s support, but 
when I did come 

A voice. You made your mark. 

Mr. BAYLY. I do not say that, but I will say 
that when I did come, although I may not have 
made as good speeches as the gentleman from Al- 
abama did, vet | think they were as well timed, and 
that I did quite as effectual service in that contest 
as the gentleman. The country can judge of that, 
however. But, sir, what analogy is there between 
this case and that of Kossuth? 

Mr. SMITH. I will answer that question if 
the gentleman will permit me—at least if he asked 
it with a view of being answered. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, Lhave no objection 

Mr. SMITH. The similarity is this: Kossuth 
was a refugee from Hungary, and Koszta was one 
of his peculiar men. I look upon them both as 
agitators, as revolutionists; and as, having been 
driven from their own country, going abouton the 
face of the earth seeking to disturb tne peace of the 
universe; and Martin Koszta under the bare pre- 
textof making a showing in the beginning of nat- 
uralization, left this country, as we may best 
suppose, from his disposition to stir up a fuss 
somewhere. That is my answer, and that is the 
similarity. 

Mr. BAYLY. We will see how that is. Itis 
true that I took part with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, two years ago, in opposing the unusual 
honors that were proposed to be offered to Kos- 
suth; but the cases have not one whit more to do 
with one another than they have with the Refor- 
mation. They are quite as distinct. Kossuth 
came here as an agitator, to ask us to afford him 
‘¢ material aid,’’—to enlist our Government in his 
schemes—to ask us to change our foreign policy, 
which he implied we did notunderstand. Hedid 
not come here as an emigrant to become a citizen, 
although, I undertake to say, that the design of 
the American Government, in offering him a free 
passage to this country, was to enable him to 
come here and enjoy that liberty which, I fear, he 
will never be able to achieve in Europe. He not 
only did not become naturalized; but he did not 
take the initiative steps to become naturalized, I 








; 


A tee 6 Fe 


| 
{ 


136 





zegis of American protection. Suteven if he had, 
the question then would have been presented 
whether we would make a fuss over the arrival of 
such aman. I did not think there was anything 
in the case to justify the fuss. When Koszta came 
here he declared his intention to become an 
American citizen. He came here with a purpose, 
declared in open court, to put himself under the 
protection of American laws, and with an inten- 
tion of securing American rights. But Koszta, 
after coming here, went back to Europe, and an 
attempt was made to seize on him illegally in a 
neutral port. Well, gentlemen may say that that 
was a matter for Turkey to resent, and that we 
had no right to interfere, even though he was 
clothed with our nationality. 

Sir, | recollect that in our intereourse with Mex- 
ico, a British-born subject, naturalized as an 
American citizen, claimed the protection of the 
British Minister, in the city of Mexico, from ille- 
gal violence. He went, mortifying as the fact is, 
not to the American Minister, but to the British 
Minister. The British Minister approached the 
Mexican Government, and said, this man has been 
wronged, and reparation must be made; and simi- 
lar wrongs must not be perpetrated in future. 
The Mexican Government said we could not help 
it—-the outrage was committed by a revolutionary 
mob, and we are not responsible for it. 

The reply of the British Minister was, ‘‘if you 
cannot help it, Great Britain ean.”” | You are to 
protect him ‘on your own soil, and in your own 
capital, but if you cannot, we can.” And in so 
replying he only gave utterance to what is the 
law of nations. I want it to be not only the law 
of nations with Great Britain, but I want it to be 
the law of nations with America. If any one 
clothed with our nationality be in any place where 
the authorities cannot or will not protect him, I 
want the American Government to reply as the 
British Minister did: * If you do not protect him 
we will.’’ When a foreign state declares their 
inability to protect, then our right begins. 

We have not said in the resolutions that Koszta 
was entitled to protection as an American citi- 
zen. He was not; but I do not want my argu- 


ment to have any connection with the resolutions. | 


Let the resolutions speak for themselves. Mr. 
Marcy does not contend, nor does anybody else, 
that he was entitled to protection as an American 
citizen; but we do contend that Austria had no 
right to act as she did, through her officer. He 
was noton Austrian, but on Turkish territory. If 
we have done any wrong it is to Turkey; but 
Turkey does notcomplain. He had been clothed 
with our nationality, and being so, the very mo- 
ment that the American commander saw the local 
authorities would not afford the protection to 
which he was entitled, and which civil authorities 
would have given him if he had been in New 
York instead of Smyrna, he knew the perform- 
ance of his duties commenced to act as he did. 
What do you want with anavy? We know 
what we want with our Army. It is to take care 
of the Indians; and I believe that is all it is occu- 
pied in; and how usefully, the country can deter- 
mine. What do you want with a navy? What! 
are you to go to all the expense of retaining 
squadrons in foreign ports, if they are to do noth- 
ing in any emergency, and in a case like this to 
await instructions ’—if they are, to use a homely 
expression, to lock the door when the steed is 
stolen? 1 do not like the standing instructions 
given to our naval officers. Our naval officers 
are prohibited, by the standing instructions, from 
talking. There is a gag law on them. I like that. 
lam not for their talking. 
into those instructions and see what they really 
are. The officers have followed them heretofore, 


too literally. Captain Ingraham has carried them | 
out in the proper spirit, and that is a good founda- | 
The gentleman from | 


tion for this movement. 
Alabama says that he has no sympathy with this 
constantly voting of thanks; that it is making them 
cheap. Well, in that I sympathize with him. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. The gentleman 
misapprehended me. I said that, asa man, I would 
be prepared to give Captain Ingraham my thanks 
and sympathy for the gallantry of his conduct 
and the chivalry of his nature; but that I doubted 
the propriety of thanks as a national act. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is because this is proposed 
to be a national act that I think it proper. The 


TH 


| in it, it is the exception, and not the rule. 
|| moral courage is rare; and when you find an emi- 
nent instance of it, it should be marked and hon- 


| done. 


Let gentlemen look | 
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believe; he did nothing to put himself under the || gentleman from Alabama the other day delib- 
F = erately voted a resolution of thanks to General | 


W ool, principally for his conduct at the battle of 
3uena Vista. He did not then propose to assign 
all the reasons for his vote, and go into all of the 


| reasonings about the justice and necessity of the 


Mexican war. That is the way he voted. Let 
us compare Captain Ingraham’s conduct to that 
of General Wool. 
He did his duty, nobly and manfully, with courage 
and gallantry. He incurred no other risk or re- 
sponsibility, however, than that danger which the 
soldier covets. If he fell, he fell with honor, and 
doubly blessed. 
for him the applause of the nation. No risk was 
incurred of his being dismissed from the service. 
No risk did he incur of being brought before 
civilians with hours and weeks and months to 
investigate and to examine whether the law was 
with him or not. 
before «him. 


about it. He could not hestitate or doubt. Ido not 


mean to say he would have hesitated or doubted if | 
there had been any responsibility attached to his | 


duty. But there was none. He incurred a risk 
which was a soldier’s pride. ‘That was all. 
But what was Captain Ingraham’s case? 


He, 


| a military man, was doing a civil act; he, a mili- 


tary man, was deciding on a legal question. If 
he decided wrongly, he was in danger of being 
censured by hisGovernment. And if that errone- 
ous legal decision had Jed to mischief, if he had not 


been broken from the rank he held, he would have | 


been execrated. He had toact on a delicate occa- 


sion, In a matter in which civilians here, who have | 
had timeand opportunity to examine it, are doubt- | 


ful as to whether his conduct was right. But he 
consulted his heart—that South Carolinian heart 


which beats in his bosom—without going to pre- | 
| cedents and musty authorities. And yet, when civ- 
| ilians come to examine it, they say that the impulse 


of the heart was in accordance with principles of 
national law. 


He not entitled to our thanks! And we thank 


General Wool, and with the vote of the gentleman | 


from Alabama! [Mr. Smirn.] Not thank Cap- 
tain Ingraham in a case of this sort! 
this is not a case of mere physical courage; that is 
a common quality; and when you find a deficiency 


But 


ored. 
Mr. Chairman, I never take notes of a debate, 


| and I do not know that I have touched on all the 


points which have been raised. I have avoided 
especially and by design, any reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Smiru.] Everybody here knows, without my 
saying it, that there is no analogy in the case of a 
legal capture and detention and that of an illegal 
capture and detention. The distinction is too 
broad between the cases to require illustration. 
He is in favor of violating law in obedience to false 
and morbid sympathy. We are in favor of sus- 
taining law—national law—and complimenting the 
gallantry which sustains it. 


This is not an ordinary case. As I said in the 


| few remarks I made, when interrupting my friend 


from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] that our Gov- 
ernment, in this matter of Captain Ingraham, has 
taken a new departure, and hence it is that I want 
the American Congress to applaud what he has 
I am tired of submitting to everything; 
and when we have done so, going to other nations 
begging for damages. We want errors commit- 
ted, if committed at all, the other way. If there 
is to be any question of damages, I want to be 
defendant. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. 
long enough. 

Mr. BAYLY. My friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. Crineman] says we have been plaintiffs long 
enough. Thatis what] wassaying. With nations, 
as with individuals, the fear of a tardy verdict for 
damages for wrongs committed is not always the 
best security against them. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, here obtained 
the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. BOCOCK, who moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly adjourned until to-morrow at twelve 


We have been plaintiffs 


| o’elock, m. 


What did General Woo! do? | 


If he conquered, he had instore | 


} 
' 
} 

} 
| 
} 
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The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


EXPENSES OF MILITARY ESTABLISHMENTs, 

The SPEAKER presented to the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmitting 
a statement of the expenditures during the year 
1853, from the appropriation for ‘* Contingent 
Expenses of the Military Establishments;”’ which 
was read, and ordered to be laid upon the table, and 
printed. 

CAPTAIN GUNNISON’S SURVEY. 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 

ment, in compliance with a resolution of the House 


| of Representatives of the 22d ultimo, transmitting 
He had a plain path of duty | 
There was no difficulty or doubt | 


a report of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 
neers, containing all the information relative to 
Captain Gunnison’s survey in the possession of the 
War Department; which was read, and ordered 
to be laid upon the table, and printed. 


HERNDON AND GIBBON ’S REPORTs. 


i 
|| Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Print- 


ing, reported the following resolution; which was 
read and adopted: 


Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the mem- 

bers of this House, ten thousand extra copies of the report 

| of the Secretary of the Navy, communicating the reports 

of the explorations of the river Amazon and its tributaries, 

made by Lieutenants Herndon and Gibbon, with the ac- 
companying maps and plates. 


ESTIMATES FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS, 
The SPEAKER. On the 3lst of December 


} 


|| last, by the unanimous consent of the House, the 


further consideration of a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a memorandum explanatory 
| of the estimates for rivers and harbors, was post- 
poned until this day. There are two motions 
pending in relation to it; one to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and another to the Commit- 


|| tee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. FULLER. Which is the first question in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer to the 
|| Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. FULLER. It will be recollected by the 
|| House that the subject is already before the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce, on a resolution of inquiry, 
| introduced by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
| Dunpar.] he Committee on Commerce are en- 
!| gaged in an inquiry into that subject; and it strikes 
| me that this is a subject which should appropriately 
|| go to that committee, and falls within the class of 
|| inquiries embraced in that resolution of inquiry. 
| But if it be the opinion of this House that the sub- 
| ject-matter of the Secretary’s letter would be more 
appropriately referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, then I think it is proper for the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce to ask to be discharged from 
|| the further consideration of the subject already re- 
} ferred tothem. I hope, however, that it will be 
|| allowed to take the direction I have intimated, and 
| be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
1 
} 





One remark further; when this subject was be- 
fore the House on a former occasion, in reply to 

| a statement made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Campse t,] with reference to the character 

| of former bills reported from the same committee, 
| to this House, 1 made some allegations, merely 


|| intending to meet the objection then made, and 


|| said that that committee had considered all sec- 
| tions of the country in relation to appropriations. 
| IT was not in the House when the gentleman 
| from Kentucky [Mr. Ewime] made some remarks 
| alluding to the Committee on Commerce; for, as 
| chairman of that committee, I was engaged in in- 
| vestigating and obtaining information from the 
| Departments in relation to this subject. If the 
| gentleman from Kentucky had listened fully to 
the remarks made upon this sulject, he would 
| have spared that committee some of the censure 
| which he cast upon it, I will not take up the 
' time of the House by further allusion to his re- 
| marks; and I hope that the subject will take the 
| course indicated. 

| Mr. MILLSON. I would like to hear the re- 
| port of the committee read. 

| The SPEAKER. It is a communication from 
| the Secretary of War, which will be read for the 

information of the House. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I notice that my friend from 
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Maine [Mr. LLER] misapprehends the po 
It is a proposition, not to refer the communication 
of the Secretary of W ar, but a proposition to re- 
fer some dozen items emb the esti 
mates which were laid upon the table upon the 
first day of the session, under the head of rivers 
and harbors. It is a motion to refer the estimates, 
and not the report. 

The report of the committee was then read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Lask the Clerk to read the 
estimates which I sendup. 

The estimates were then read by the Clerk, pro- 
viding for the construction of steam dredges for 
the Gulf of Mexico; for snag boats for the Missis- 
and its tributaries; for the preservation of 
public property; and for the improvement of west- 
ern rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The explanatory letters in 
the possession of the committee, and what has been 
read by the Clerk, show the object and elucidate 
the point now before the House. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to know whether the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama was not 


half raced n 


sippl 


to discharge the Committee on Ways and Means | 


from the consideration of these estimates, and to 
refer them to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Is the question divisible? Must not the question 
be taken first upon the motion to discharge the 
Committee on Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. A proposition was made to 
refer this subject to the Committee on Commerce, 
and another to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. The question will first be taken upon 
the motion to refer to the Cammittee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MILLSON. I understand that these esti- 
mates have already been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and that that committee 
now move to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of that question, and that the reference 
of it be made to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The precise form in which 
the motion is usually put the Chair does not rec- 
ollect, 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the usual form. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to ask the Chair 
whether the question is not divisible, so that it 
may first be taken upon the motion to discharge 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and after- 
ward upon the motion to refer? I wish this 
question to be left with the Committee on Ways 
and Means. They now have it under considera- 
tion. It has been referred to them, and I should 
prefer to have it remain with them, 

TheSPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the question is divisible, and if it be called, the 
question will be first taken upon the motion to 
discharge the Committee on Ways and Means 


from the further consideration of the subject in | 


question. 


Mr. MILLSON. Then I shall call for a divis- | 


ion. I think an important principle is involved 
in the settlement of this question of reference; and 
to that prine:ple I ask the earnest attention of the 
members of the House. 

[ cannot vote for the reference of this subject to 
either of the committees proposed. I do not want 
to vote to refer it to the Committee on Commerce, 
because, by so doing, I should recognize the prin- 
ciple that the improvement of rivers and harbors 
was one of the objects legitimately placed under 
the power of the Government for making general 
reculations concerning commerce. 

Again, 1 do not wish to refer it to the Commit- 
teeon Roads and Canals, because the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors does not under the 
rules come under the cognizance of that commit- 
tee. It seems to me that this subject, if we have 
any right to consider it at all, belongs to the Com- 
mitteeon Waysand Means. Itinvolves a general 
apprepriation of money from the Treasury, and 
that committee has charge of all such subjects. 
I therefore think it should remain in the posses- 
sion of that committee. I know of no standing 
committee of this House to which the subject 
can be appropriately referred, if it is not cogniz- 
able by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The question of the improvement of rivers and 
harbors in some sort involves that of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Government over the soil of the indi- 
vidual States. It involves a claim of the Govern- 
ment of a property in that soil; and therefore, in 
that view of the subject, may, perhaps, appropri- 
ately go to the Committee on Public Buildings 
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and Grounds. But, sir, the Committee 


and Means now have 


, 
on Ways 
possession of the subject, 


from its 


and I am opposed to discharging them 
further consideration. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was abont to say that! 
presumed the members of the House have made 
up their minds in reference to the committee they 
propose to refer this subject to, and I would there- 
fore call the previous question; but 

Mr. HOUSTON. lLask the gentleman to allow 
me to saya single word before he calls the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
would not call it now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have only to say, in con- 
nection with the subject which is now presented, 
that I believe itis entirely in conflict with the whole 
former practice of legislation here, for the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to report a river and 
harbor bill. I do not believe they have ever re- 
ported such a bill, nor do I believe they ever ex- 
amined of reported upon the estimates for such a 





I was going to say that | 


| measure. 


There is already a great deal of complaint that 
the Committee on Ways and Means are, in their 
legitimate action, absorbing too much of the busi- 
ness of legislation; and while I have no particular 
care in respect to such complaints, while the com- 
plaints are unfounded, proposing as [ do to dis- 
charge my duty‘as best | can as one of the mem- 


| bers of this body, yet if this subject should be 


referred to that committee, and plac ed in their 
charge, [ am not sure but some ground may exist 
for such a complaint. 

Sir, | am unwilling as a member of this body, 
and asa member of the Democratic party—en- 
tertaining the political sentiments I do upon this 
subject—to embody these estimates in any one of 
the ordinary appropriation bills. The estimates 

are before us, and if voted, they are tg be ex- 

| pended under the direction of the Secretary of 
Nar; but I do not wish to acknowledge, or to 
admit the principle that they can appropriately 
find a place in the Army appropriation bill; because 
if you do that, you may load down appropriation 
bills that shoul be, under the practice of the two 
Houses of Congress, confined to expenditures 
authorized by law, with appropriations that are 
not provided for by law. 

I think that the practice of the House heretofore, 
upon this subject, has been a sound and proper 
one; and I therefore hope that the House will dis- 
charge the Committee on Ways and Means from 
the further consideration of these estimates, and 
transfer them to any other committee that this 
House, in its judgment, may think proper. 

[Cries of ** Question !” 

Mr. DUNBAR. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, | wish to disabuse the mind 
| of the House from some impressions that were 
| endeavored to be made the other day by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ewe] with regard 
to the sentimen‘s of that committee upon the sub- 
ject of internal improvements. He appeared to 
have taken up the idea that the Committee on 
Commerce was opposed to internal improvements. 
Now, sir, as a member of that committee, I bee 
leave to state to the House that I am decidedly in 
favor of those improvements, and I think that the 
motion of the gentleman from Alabama—the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means— 
| to refer these estimates to the Committee on Com- 
| merce, ought to prevail. ‘The Committee on Com 
merce want the estimates that have been made by 
the Secretary of War upon the subject of these 
| improvements of our rivers and harbors. The 
subject has been referred to us, and it is necessary 
for us, in order that we should act understand- 
ingly upon it, that we should have those esti- 
mates. 

Now, sir, assuredly the interests of the State of 
Louisiana, which | in part represent, are identical 
with the interests of the valley of the Mississippi. 

Mr. EWING, (interrupting.) I desire to make 
a brief explanation. I seem to have been misun- 
derstood, in the remarks which I made the other 
day, by several of the members of the Committee 
on Commerce. I certainly entertain no unkind feel- 
ings towards any of ther; and so far as the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. Dunspar] is concerned, 
I would willingly intrust the formation of the de- 

| tails of the bill to him. 
because of his locality; 





but it so happens that a 


| would trust himin advance; 
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Commerce do not represent States whose interests 
re identical with the interests of the Moss SsIppl 
valley. I am assured that they wil! report a bil! 
I have not a doubt of that; but I fear that it will 


be such a bill as was reported at the last session 
of C and rainst which | was 
in conscience to my vote. [I do not want 
simply that a bill shall be reported, but I wanta 


! that section of the 


ongress, compelled 


cast 
bill that is fair and 
country from which | come. 

There is one reason—begging the gentleman’s 
pardon for retaining the floor—a peculiar 
oi Ly this is a matter of great importance. 

A new system of taxation, pro posed hitherto 
by the distinguished Senator from Illinois, (Mr. 
Doveras,) and now recommended, ff ] under- 
stand him, by the President of the United States, 
So pec ene. onerous that we could never submit 
to it: | speak of the proposition to lay a tonnage 
duty on domestic commerce. Now, sir, it is ex- 
tremely important, under these novel circum- 
stances, that a committee, representing the inter 
ests of the Mississip pi valley, should have the 
charge of this matter. I do not wish to be under 
stood as making any imputation against the fair 
ness of the Committee on Commerce. I only imti- 
mate that, like myself, its members may seek to 
represent peculiarly and especially the interests of 
the country from which they come. 

Mr. DUNBAR. I did not mean to accuse the 
gentleman from Kentucky of unfairness in the 
remarks which he made the other day in regard 
to the Committee on Commerce. | wished merely 
to disabuse his mind of impression that the 
Committee on Commerce, not having been selected 
principally from the western States, were there- 
fore opposed to these public improvements. Now, 
so far as | understand the sentiments of the mem- 
bers composing that committee, they are in favor 
of the improvement of rivers and harbors. | have 
no authority to speak for the whole of the com- 
mittee; but I speak for myself in saying that one 
of its members is decidedly in favor of these im- 
provements. I believe that the majority of the 
committee are also in favor of them. 

It does appear to me, Mr. Speaker, to be an en- 
tire perversion of terms to refer the improvements 
of rivers and harbors to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. I understand that our standing com- 
mittees are intrusted with certain powers, and have 
referred to each certain peculiar subjects. Names 
are given to those committees for the purpose of 
indicating what subjects should be referred to each 
of them. Now, I ask why should the subject of 
the improvements of rivers and harbors be referred 


just to 


reason 


the 


to the Committee on Roads and Canals? Assu- 
redly there is no reason for our doing so. TL under 


stand, indeed, that it has not heretofore been the 
custom of this House to refer subjects of this kind 
to that committee. If that be so, why should a 
new practice be now introduced; and why should 
there be a perversion of terms? 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. With the 
gentieman’s permission, | would request the Clerk 
to read the rule which sets forth the approprinte 
duties of the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DUNBAR. I yield the floor, that the rule 


referred to may be read. 


The Clerk then read the 98th rule, as follows: 
*©98. Itshall be the duty of the Committee on Roads and 
Canals to take into consideration all such petitions and 
matters or things relating to roads and canals, and the im- 
provement of the navigation ofriver-, as shall be presented, 
or may come in question, and be referred to them by the 
House: and to report thereupon, together with ench proposi 

tions relative thereto, as to them shall seem expedient.”’ 


Mr. DUNBAR. Iam a novice in legislation, 
and do not pretend to be au fail in the practice of 
this House, and the duties peculiar to each of its 
committees; but I perceive that the rule which has 
just heen read trives the Committee on Roads and 
Canals more power than I supposed it possessed, 
looking to the nomenclature of the committees of 
this House. Be that as it may, it only shows that 
either committee may appropriately consider the 
sul hject of internal improvements. I rose for the 
purpose of disabusing the House of the a! 


leva- 
tions made on its floor in reference to the senti- 
ments and opinions of the members of the Com- 


mittee on Commerce on the subject of internal 
improvements. And I do believe, Mr. Spesker, 
that the Committee on Commerce are as much in 
favor of internal i improvements— the improvements 


majority of the members of the Committee on |) of harbors and rivers—as any other committee 
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in this House, whether it he the Committee on 


Roads and Canals, or any other committee. 

1 am referred, Mr. Speaker, to the 83d rule of 
this House, which I will take the liberty of read- 
ing. 

“Jt ehall be the duty of the Committee on Commerce to 
take inte consideration such) peutons and matters or 
things touching the commerce of the United States, as shall 
be presented, or shall or may come into question, and be | 
referred to them by the House, and to report from time to 
ime theic opinion thereon.” 


Now, this and other rules show that it is pe- 
culiarly the duty of the Committee on Commerce 
to take subjects of this kind into consideration. 
And it has been the custom, I am informed, of the 
House to have these subjects of the improvement 
of harbors and rivers referred to the Committee on 
Now, unless there be some good rea- 
son given why a different rule should be followed 
to that which has been heretofore pursued, I shall 
consider that the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] to refer the subject to 
the Committee on Commerce, ought to prevail. 

I stated, Mr. Speaker, when I first rose, that 
the interests of my constituents were identical 
with the interests of the constituents of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, {Mr. Ewine.] We re- 
present here the interests of the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi. I represent that portion of it which lies 
at the mouth of the Mississippi, and I take great 
interest in the subject of internal improvements. 
Atthe commencement of the session [ introduced 
a bill into this House for the purpose of removing | 
obstructions at the mouth of the K 
I propose that this subject—a subject in which I | 
take great interest—should be referred to the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Commerce. 

Now, if the motion of the gentleman prevail, 
that this subject be referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, let me ask what becomes of 
the disposition of the bill which | introduced, for 
the purpose of removing obstructions from the 
mouth of the Mississippi? [t appearsto me right, 
and ! ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, because I consider that the proper 
reference. And we also want the estimates of the 
Secretary of War to be referred to that committee. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, J desire to say to my friend 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Dunsar,] that he will find 
that those estimates are in gross, and that if it is his 
purpose to introduce a bill having for its object any 
specific improvement, he can propose to refer it to 
any committee he may see fit. These estimates 
are in gross, for the operations which have been 
commenced under the bill passed at the last session 
of Congress. 

Mr. DUNBAR. [ must say that I am obliged 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] 
for his explanation. But the difficulty of referring 
these subjects to different committees, is this: | 
The danger is that we should not be able to pass 
any bills on the subject. Different bills will be 
introduced; and I understand, from what has been 
done here for years, that it would be impossible, 
in such cases, to pass any bill, reported for any 
nublic improvements. This House always has a 
bil introduced by » committee; and if such should 
be for various public improvements, I understand 
it would then be impossible to introduce a bill for 
any particular improvements—for instance: a bill 
for the improvement of the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi—and to get the House to consider a bill and 
ass itupon its own merits. I would muchrather | 
bane that course pursued. I consider it would be 
a much better system of legislation for Congress 
to pass each bill on its own merits, and decide 
whether this improvement, or that improvement, 
should be made on merits of its own. 

Sut we know that this is contrary to all the ex- 
perience of legislation in this House, and it is 
impossible to get a bill of this kind passed upon 
its own merits. I fear if this matter is to be re- 
re upon by the Committee on Commerce, and 
by the Committee on Roads and Canals, that, be- 
tween the two committees, both of the bills intro- 
duced for the same purpose may be lost, and 
neither of them passed. Though I am a strict 
constructionist of the Constitution, and go for 
State rights, yet at the same time Il haye never 
doubted that this Government has the right to make 
appropriations for great works of national import- 
ance—that this Government has the right to make 

appropriations for the improvement of the mouth 
of the Mississippi, and its branches which run | 


Commerce. 


fississippi; and | 


I have never had a doubt 
bors. I have always considered that the inter- 
nal commerce of the United States was of vastly 
more importance to us than all our foreign com- 
merce. Our internal commerce has been the cause 
of the growth and prosperity of this country, more 
than any other cause whatever, save the free insti- 
tutions of our people. Therefore I have never had 
a doubt for a moment that this Government has 
the right to make appropriations for great objects 
of Nauonal improvements. 

The danger is, that the bill may be got up in 
such a way as to prevent its passage through this 
House and the Senate, or if not to prevent such 
passage, yet to prevent the obtaining of the sig- 
nature of the President of the United States, for 
the same reason that Mr. Polk vetoed the river 
and harbor bill. 

lam in favor of a reasonable bill, not for ex- 


} travagant appropriations or for local objects, but 


for national objects. 1 feel warranted, as one of 
the Committee on Commerce, in saying that a 
majority of that committee will go for sucha bill. 
Mr. HUNT. I was opposed to this reference, 
because I believed that that committee, as consti- 
tuted, to be unfriendly to the subject of improve- 
ments. I amglad to see my colleague [Mr. Dun- 
BAR] come out in favor of the great cause of internal 
improvement. I hope this House will take it as 
true—as true it must be—that that committee is 
constituted so as to advance this great cause. 
With this assurance of the gentleman in refer- 


| ence to that matter, [ hope the House will allow 


this subject to go to the Committee on Commerce, 
asitis proposed. 1 understand that gentleman to 


| say that the committee is not going to oppose the 
| system of internal improvements which the friends 


of that system are to bring before this House. 

Mr. MILLSON. I suppose my friend speaks 
only of a majority of that committee. 

Mr. HUNT. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. DUNBAR. I do not wish to be misunder- 
stood upon this subject. I have only given my 
opinion upon the matter under discussion; and 


| have given my opinion as to what I believe to be 


the opinions and impressions of a majority of the | 


Committee on Commerce. 

I do not wish to be understood as supporting 
any general system of internal improvement, no 
more than I wish to be understood as supporting 


the great American system, so ably advocated, | 


years ago, by the distinguished Mr. Clay. I 
wish to be understood as in favor of great national 
improvements; and I have no doubt but the Gov- 
ernment has the right to make appropriations for 


such improvements of rivers and harbors; for the | 


improvement of such rivers as the Mississippi, the 
Ohio, and other streams which run through differ- 
ent States. I do not desire to be understood as in 
favor of any wasteful system of expenditure, as 


was advocated during the administration of John | 


Quincy Adams. I do not wish to be understood 
as advocating any such general system, but I am 
in favor of liberal and reasonable appropriations 
for works of a national character. 

Mr. HUNT. Iam not satisfied with the ex- 
planation of my colleague. I am not willing to 


trust the internal improvement of the country to | 
gentlemen making declarations with such limita- | 


tions. I desire to stand by my friends who are 


in favor of a sytem of internal improvements, and | 


for a reference of the subject to a committee that 


can take charge of it, and advocate such a system | 


as friends. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Lou- | 


isiana, [Mr. Dunsar,] speaking as if by authority 


from the Committee on Commerce, intimates that | 


there is no doubt but that the committee will, | 


within a reasonable time, report a bill. The great 
difficulty, I fear, that we shall have to encounter, 


committee will not be disposed to report such a 
bill as the friends of the system desire. 
marks of the honorable gentleman from Louisiana 
tend to convince my mind upon that point more 
fully than | was convinced before. He says that 
he is opposed to a general system of internal im- 
provements. Now, had the gentleman gone on to 


define what he means by a general system, we | 


should have been better able to understand his 
position, That is a little like bejng in favor of a 
judicious tariff, which I understand to mean pro- 


tection to sugar in Louisiana—free trade in every- || my possession, but not in open 
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through various States. 
that the Government has the right to improve har- 


Jan. 6, 
thing else; protection to iron in Pennsylvania— 
and free trade for everything else. 

I concur with the gentleman from Louisiana 
{Mr. Hunt] who last spoke, and I was ,; 
pleased with his remarks the other morning upon 
the subject of the tariff. We go for such a 8ys- 
tem of internal improvements as will promote ihe 
great interests of commerce throughout the entire 
length and breadth of this land; and we go for 
such a system of protection as shall protect al 
branches of American industry. If we cannot vet 
a committee to report upon the tariff, or upon the 
subject of internal improvements, in such a man- 
ner as will embody these great principles, I, for oe 
stand here ready to opyers any partial system. It 
is for that reason that I will do everything in my 
power to strike down this idea of protecting iron 
in Pennsylvania, unless Pennsylvania, and other 
States engaged in the manufacture of iron, will 
come forward and say that my will protect the 
other branches of American industry. 

I will notify the gentlemen upon the Committee 
on Commerce, especially the chairman of that 
committee, who told us the other day that the 
committee in the last Congress reported a bill to 
divide equally into three parts the amount of ap- 
propriations, that if, in making up this bill, he wi] 
take into consideration the amount of commerce, 
and the population in these divisions, not forget- 
ting the other appropriations to be made for the 
benefit of the commerce upon our sea-board—for 
light-houses, for breakwaters, and for other im- 
eee for the benefit of commerce—I say, if 

e will make up his calculation in full, allowing an 
appropriation to each section of the country, in 


jUite 


| proportion to its population and its commerce, [ 


shall be satisfied with the bill; but if not, I shall 
stand here to oppose every proposition that may 
be made for the benefit of the light-house system, 
or for the benefit of the commerce of our sea- 
board. This is what we ask for—we demand 
justice. 

There are loud and deep complaints from the 
valley of the Mississippi, in regard to the system 
which has heretofore prevailed with reference to 
these appropriations, and sooner or later a voice 
will come from that great West which cannot be 
disregarded by the representatives upon this floor. 

I still think, as I said the other morning, that 
the Committee on Roads and Canals is the proper 
committee to take charge of the subject; and, as | 
then stated my reasons for that opinion, | do not 
think it necessary at this time to repeat them. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I[ regret 
exceedingly that there should be any difference 
among the friends of harbor and river improve- 
ments as to the proper reference of these esti- 
mates, and am afraid that this difference will be 
disastrous to the common object of us all—the 
passage of a proper river and harbor bill. After 
eight years of ardent devotion to harbor and river 
improvements in this House, I think both the 
friends and enemies of such improvements will 


| concede that, in the course I take, I have but one 


end in view, and that is a final triumph. These 
estimates should go to the most friendly commit- 


| tee; and I have thoroughly investigated the organ- 


ization of the different committees of the House, 
and can come to no other conclusion than that the 
Committee on Commerce can be trusted by the 
friends of harbor and river improvements to & 
fuller extent than any other committee. I have 
no delicacy about my own committee. I would 
freely support a reference to any other, did I not 
have full confidence in the Committee on Com- 


| merce. 


Mr. EWING. Will the gentleman state to the 
House his reasons for coming to the conclusions he 


has stated? Let us know whether they have gone 


| fully into the details of the matter, and if so, what 
r,t | those details are. 
will be, as ] intimated the other day, that that || 


Mr. WENTWORTH. That is exactly what 


| L arose for. But I cannot begin at the end of what 


The re- || 


I have to say, and speak it backwards. Let the 
gentleman be patient; I am aware I speak slowly; 
but 
Mr. EWING. 

to that point. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. [ must inform my 
friend from Kentucky that it is out of order to 
refer in the House to anything that has taken 
place in conmittee. I shall take pleasure in com- 
municating to his private ear one information 1n 
ouse. | repeat, 





I am afraid you will never get 
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however, that as a devoted friend of river and 
harbor improvements, I shall go for the reference 
of these estimates to the Committee on Commerce 
in preference to any other committee in the House. 
| will be frank with the gentlemen opposed to 
these improvements. I always endeavor to be 
frank. I think there is nothing gained by being 
otherwise. If I were an enemy of harbor and 
river improvements, | would by no means allow 
these estimates to be referred there. I would ad- 
vocate their reference to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. Their enemies ought to show an 
undivided front in favor of that committee. 

Mr. HUNT. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that I am not a friend to internal improve- 
ments ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly not. 1 know 
his location, and I have heard his remarks, and I 
want him to go with me in referring these esti- 
mates where we both can attain our object. 

Mr. HUNT. Well, sir, I wish always to be 
distinctly understood in reference to any remarks 
by which any imputation or insinuation may be 
made in reference to my position, and therefore 
I] asked the gentleman the question. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I havemade no refer- 
ence to the gentleman. I said if I were an enemy 
of harbor and river improvements, | would vote 
for some other committee than the Committee on 
Commerce. 

(Mr. SMYTHE, of Texas, (interrupting,) here 
announced that his colleague [Hon. Peter H. 
}eLL] was present, and desired to be sworn in. 
Mr. Beut accordingly presented himself, and was 
qualified by taking the usuai oath of office.] 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (resuming.) Informer 
times efforts were made to frighten Democrats 
from favoring harbor and river improvements, by 
charging that they were anti- Democratic, although 
General Jackson signed bills appropriating more 
money for harbor and river improvements than 
all the other Presidents. It was argued that the 
Baltimore Convention declared against a general 
system of internal improvements. And I so de- 
clare, and ever have declared. Iam now, and ever 
have been, opposed to all improvements that are 
not of a national and general character. This was 
the doctrine of General Jackson, who signed har- 
bor and river bills, and vetoed works for internal 
improvement. The candidates for nomination 
for President, at the late Baltimore Convention, 
of the old Democracy and of the young Democ- 
racy, at present and then in the other wing of the 
Capitol, [Senators Cass and Dovetas,] voted for 
the last harbor and river bill, large as it was; and 
yet neither would desert the Baltimore platform. 

Now, the Committee on Roads and Canals is 
an internal improvement committee in every 
sense of the word. Itis a very necessary com- 
mittee for Territories, and for the District of Co- 
lumbia, but I contend that it has no jurisdietion 
within a sovereign State. To refer these esti- 
mates to the Committee on Roads and Canals 
is to make a strong point against us. It is saying 
that they are works of internal improvement 
within sovereign States, and, therefore, are un- 
constitutional and anti-Democratic. 
for every harbor and river bill that has passed 
Congress during my term of service here, and 
have had some hand in framing all of them, and 
I say not one conflicts with the Baltimore plat- 
form; not one whose works were not of a na- 
tional, as contrasted with a State character; not 


one that was not of a general, as contrasted with | 


a local nature. 

If you take this subject away from the Com- 
mitteeon Commerce—a great national committee— 
and give it to a local committee—a committee of 
internal improvements, a committee on roads and 
canals—then, I say, the enemies of the system 
have made a greatand important point against us; 
and as a friend of ariver and harbor bill, [should 
regret with all my heart that sucha thing had 
been done. 

Now, in relation to the committees, the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Campse tt] thinks that the 
Committee on Roads and Canals is more favor- 
able to the river and harbor improvements than 
the Committee on Commerce is. On what facts 
does he base that opinion? I have before me the 
record of the proceedings of the last Congress, 
and I find by that, that the present chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce voted for the river 
and harbor bill of the last session; whereas the 


I have voted | 


present chairman of the Committee on Roads and 
Canals voted against it. 

Mr. FULLER. I desire to say a word in 
explanation. The gentleman will find my vote 
recorded in favor of the river and harbor bill of 
the last session, as reported by the Committee 
on Commerce. 1 was not present when the bill 
finally passed, but if I had been I should have voted 
against it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
Senate? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes; I should have voted 
against it as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. | only intended to say 
that you were in favor of reporting a bill, and 
voted for the bill that your committee reported, 
whereas the present chairman of the Committee 
on Roads and Canals did not vote for the bill; and 
yet the gentleman from Ohio wants to send these 
estimates to the latter committee. 

Mr. GREY. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Certainly. These 
little interruptions are far from being disagreeable 
tome. The sooner we understand one another 
the better. We want to know our friends, and 
knowing them, I want to advise them in this 
matter of common interest. 

Mr.GREY, Thegentleman must bear in mind 
that the river and harbor bill, which the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce voted for last 
session, was the bill reported to the House before 
it was amended by the Senate. But did the friends 
of internal improvements in the West, and in the 
interior, vote for that bill? Did the friends of the 
improvements of the rivers and harbors of the 
West vote for it? 

Sir, the river and harbor bill which the gentle- 
man from Maine voted for was not the one that 
passed last Congress. The West voted against the 
bill reported to this House by the Committee on 
Commerce. It passed, however, and went to the 
Senate, and there appropriations of three or four 
hundred thousand dollars were added to it, for the 
benefit of the West. It came back here, and 
western members agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate, and the bill therefore passed. But the gen- 
tleman from Maine voted against it in the only form 
in which it was acceptable to western interests. 

As the bill passed this House, and before it went 
to the Senate, it was not acceptable to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, nor was it acceptable to the mem- 
bers from the West. It was only made acceptable 
by the adoption of most of the amendments made 
in the Senate. 

Mr. FULLER. I would ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky how many of the members from 
that State voted for the bill as it passed with the 
amendments of the Senate? 

Mr. GREY. I think, sir, that but a single 
member voted for the bill as it was reported from 
the Committeeon Commerce. Iam of the opinion 
that every Whig member from that State voted 
for it as it finally passed Congress. Idonot know 
what was the case elsewhere. 

Mr. FULLER. I understood the gentieman’s 
colleague to say that he had voted for the bill; but 
I do not find his name on the record. 

Mr. EWING. 1 did not vote for the bill which 
first passed this House; but, as my colleague 
stated, I voted for it as it was amended by the 
Senate, it then doing something like justice to the 
West, for which reason the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce says that he could not vote 
for it. 

Mr. FULLER. I have looked over the record, 
and I do not find the gentleman’s name recorded. 

Mr. EWING. You willfind me voting against 
the motion to lay the bill upon the table, which 
was the only motion upon which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. FULLER. The bill, as it was returned 
from the Senate, appropriated $2,100,000, one 
million of which amount was appropriated for the 
valley of the Mississippi. That, I suppose, was 
the reason why the bill was constitutional in the 
opinion of the gentlemen from that part of the 
country. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
local disputes and jealousies. I can have no par- 
ticipation in them. Neither my own sentiments, 
nor those of my constituents,nor my location 
will allow me to be sectional. [am a national 
man in every sense of the word,a National Dem- 


As amended by the 


I am sorry for these 
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ocrat, and am growing stronger and stronger inthe 
faith every day [ live. Thecommerce of my con- 
stituents is that of the whole nation. Whether 


there is a harbor madé on the Atlantic or the Pa 
cific, on the Gulf of Mexico or the lakes, it is 
equally thetr harbor. 
my legislation here | shall not attempt to with- 
hold from others their deserts because I cannot 
getmy own. As to who gets most in these ap- 
propriations, it is enough tor me to know at this 
time that the most fortunate get too little; and un- 
less we act in concert, we shall 
thing. 


So of the great rivers. In 


hereafter get no- 


Now, the gentleman from Ohio, and the gentle 
man from Kentucky, are of the opinion that the 
great Mississippi valley is not properly represented 
in the Committee on Commerce. Ido not see how 
it can be better represented than itis there. ‘The 
four members on it from that part of the country 


| are as warmly in favor of these improvements ns 


the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from 
Kentucky. In my opinion, six out of the nine of 
its members are decidedly in favor of harbor and 
river improvements. I have no hesitation in say- 
ing—though I cannot speak as to the facts, but I 
say itas my belief, and I would say it of my own 
knowledge, too, were it not unparliamentary to do 
so—that six qut of nine of this committee are as 
much in favor of these improvements as the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Ewine.] [| am 
afraid I cannot say the same of four members of 
the other committee. 

A Voice. How are the Detnocrats on the com 
mittee ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. All right. Four of 
the seven Democrats, if not five of the seven, and 
both of the Whigs, are right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only fear with our 
friends seemsto be, is the great West fairly repre- 
sented on the committee. In addition to my former 
course, and what I have said to-day, [ will add 
that my district extends from the lakes, on one 
side, tothe Mississippi river on the other. Then 
there is the gentleman from New Orleans, who so 
ably addressed us this morning, [Mr. Dunpar.} 
Then there is the gentleman from the Dunkirk 
district, New York, [Mr. Fenron,] and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hartan.] We four 
gentlemen would certainly not do the West, our 
own homes, injustice, any more than my own 
votes here show that I would do the East injustice. 
Indeed, come from what quarter he will, | donot 
believe there is one man on the Committee on 
Commerce hostile to the West. With this view 
of the facts, Mr. Speaker,_—— 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman permit 
me to say a few words here? 

Mr. WENTWORTH yielded the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I feel, Mr. Speaker, that 
I have a deep interest in this system; and the only 
purpose that I have had in view, in what I have 
Said, and in the motion which I submitted—and 
which failed—some days ago, was to secure an 
early report, and a free and liberal appropriation 
for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of 
this country. Now, sir, the gentleman from 

Illinois, [Mr. Wenrworrtn,] belonging to the ma- 
jority in this House, and being, 1 may say, one 
of its leaders ; ele 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Oh, no, sir! I am 
but an humble follower in the ranks of the creat 
Democratic party, to which I have ever belonged, 
in the footsteps of Jefferson and Jackson. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. He speaks for that ma- 
jority, and pledges us that there is a majority in 
the Committee on Commerce who are in favor of 
an early report, and of a liberal bifl. He takes on 
himself that responsibility. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I do, sir. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. He takes the responsibility 
of speaking for them, and assures the House that 
the Democratic members of that committee are in 
favorof such areport. Now, sir, if that be true— 
and I am bound tothink that itis true, for I presume 
the gentleman (Mr. Wentworth] speaks by the 
book, and by authority—he takes the responsi- 
bility of a failure, should a failure of that system 
follow the bill. Then I say, in view of this fact, 
and as I belong to that almost hopeless minority 
who are, nevertheless, the only true and steadfast 
friends of the system, I do not feel like taking the 
responsibility of pressing, under these circum- 
stances, my views any lor yerupon the House. I 

iam willing to trust once more to the Democratic 
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promise 


! ; 
to trust to it, especially as it comes from 


once more, Mr. Speaker, am { willing 
such a 
high quarter as the gentleman from Illinois, |Mr. 
Wentwortn.| In view of these facts, therefore, 
I desire to say that I do not intend to make any 
further active opposition to his proposition, 

Mr. HUNT. I also beg to say that | am now 
satisfied with the reference of this subject to the 
Committee on Commerce. In doing so, however, 
I am standing exclusively on the same ground that 
I took originally. I wish that these matters go to 
the friends of internal improvements. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Will not the others 
withdraw their opposition also? Let the good 
work go on—let us act together. 

Mr. EWING. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a remark ? 

Mr. WENTWORTH yielded the floor. 

Mr. EWING. ‘The gentleman yields to me 
the floor for the purpose of withdrawing my mo- 
tion. I must be permitted, however, to say, that 
lt am not at all satisfied—from the experience I 
have had—with the arrangement made. My ex- 
perience in regard to these matters is too recent for 
me to be willing to trust the Commi tee on Com- 
merce in reference to the details of the bill, and to 
the equa! distribution of appropriations, so far as 
the West is concerned. 

But, sir, as I find that western members are 
willing once more, as they say, to trust the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, | know it would be vain for 
me to struggle against even my own friends. I 
know that the enemies of appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors will, of course, 
vote for the Committee on Commerce; and if the 
friends of the system will also vote for that com- 
mittee, there is no chance for me to press my mo- 
tion. I therefore, sir, withdraw it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Hlinois. The skies 
are brightening. Concert of action, so absolutely 
necessary among friends of a common cause, is 
likely to be secured. A few days ago, a resolu- 
tion of inquiry upon this subject was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, by a large vote. 
Under the instruction of the House, we are in- 
quiring into this matter. The information we want 
is upon your table. We want the estimates to 
guide usin framing our bill. Shall we have them? 


This is the only question before the House. .- I | 


move the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand that 
the motion to refer the matter to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals has been withdrawn ? 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The motion was withdrawn. 

The previous question then received a second, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
discharge the Committee on Ways and Means 


from the further consideration of the estimates, | 


and it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
on Ways and Means have been discharged, and 
the question is now before the House, and being 
opposed to the whole system, |- move to lay the 
estimates upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
refer the estimates to the Committee on Com- 
merce; and, being put, it was decided in the affirm- 
alive. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, moved to reconsider the 
vote last taken, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to, 


ROGUE RIVER WAR, AND MILITARY ROAD 
IN OREGON, 

Mr. LANE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read a first and second time by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
settie and adjust the expenses of the Rogue river 
war, in Oregon; and 

A bill to provide for the continuance of the 
military road from Myrtle creek to Scottsburg, 
in Oregon, 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. What is the regu- 
lar order of business? 


The SPEAKER. The consideration of private | 


bills. 
Mr. JONES. Then I call for that order of 
busineseg. 


As the Committee 


The first bill in order was a bill of the Senate 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Caleb 
Swan; which was taken up, read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs. 

Senate bill ‘* for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Dr, William Somerville, deceased,’’ was | 
read the first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Senate bill ** for the relief of Joseph Gonder, 
jr., and John Duff,’’ was read the first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Senate bill ** for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Joshua Kennedy, deceased,’’ was | 
read the first and second time by its title. 

Mr. COBB. I move that it be referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LETCHER. What kind of a claim is it? 

Mr. COBB. Itisaclaim for Indian depreda- | 
tions. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then it should go to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; and | make that 
moton, | 

The question was first taken upon Mr. Coss’s 
motion to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Claims; and it was decided in the negative. 

The bill was then referred.to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Senate bill ** authorizing Victor Morass to re- 
linquish certain lands, and enter the same quantity 
elsewhere,’’ was read the first and second time 
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by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pri- || 


vate Land Claims. 

Senate bill ** changing the name of the Ameri- 
can-built steamer Falcon to that of Queen City, | 
was read the first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WARREN. As a matter of courtesy, I 


ask leave to introduce a bill of which notice has || 


been given. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There being no further pri- 
vate business upon the Speaker’s table, the House 
will, unless otherwise ordered, now proceed to 
consider the report of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

A message was here received from the Senate, 
informing the House of the passage by that body 
of a bill of the following title: 

**A bill for the relief of Joseph Mitchell.”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Disney in the chair.) 


INDIANA UNIVERSITY LAND. 


The CHAIRMAN announced the first business 
in order to be the consideration of the following 
bill: 

‘* An act to indemnify the State of Indiana for 
the failure of title to a township of land granted 
to said State on her admission into the Union in 
1816.’’ 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is objection 
day. The gentleman who had charge of this bill 
is not now present, but 1 presume the House are 
satisfied with the discussion which has been had 
upon it, and that no one will object to its passage. 
| propose, therefore, that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to that proposition. 
I understand that there is a suit pending in refer- 


ence to this matter which has not been disposed || 


of. Ido not wish to see the matter disposed of | 
here until the termination of that suit. 
Mr. ORR, It has been disposed of. 
Mr. LETCHER. I do not so understand it. | 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Must the bill be laid | 
aside if objected to ? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
any gentleman objects. 
The next bill in order was the following: 
‘* A bill for the relief of Lewis B. Willis, late a 
pay master in the Army of the United States.”’ 
The bill was read through. } 
The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs | 
which accompanied the bill, was read; from which 


It must be passed over if | 
| 














Jan. 6, 


the Army of the United States during the late war 
with Great Britain, and as such disbursed very 
large sums of money. He visited Washington 
city in 1816, for the purpose of having his accounts 
finally seitied, but in consequence of the destruc. 
tion of a portion of his accounts and vouchers jn 
the conflagration of the public buildings by the 
enemy in 1814, no final settlement could be made. 
In 1822, a suit was instituted against him by the 
United States in the district court of Louisiana for 
an alleged defalcation, and after the amounts re. 
ceived by the petitioner and the sums disbursed by 
him had been carefully and vigilantly scanned by 
the jury and court, a verdict was rendered that the 
sum of $593 50 was due the petitioner. That ver. 
dict was approved by the court, and judgment 
was entered against the United States for the 
amount. The claim was subsequently presented 
at the Treasury Department, but was rejected on 
the ground that it could not be paid without an 
act of Congress making the necessary appropri- 
ation. The object of the bill is to make that ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Before that bill is 
laid aside to be reported to the House, I would ask 
of the gentleman who reported it, whether the 
committee were satisfied of the justice of theclaim, 
independent of the judgment; or whether they re- 
ported the bill because there was a judgment ren- 
dered against the Government? I do not know 
by what authority the court could render a judg- 
ment against the Government. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would remark to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that an examination of 
this case was made at the Treasury Department, 
and nothing could be found to impugn the val- 
idity and justice of that judgment. The gentle- 
man himself will perceive that the Solicitor of the 


| Treasury states, on the authority of the district 


attorney, that the vouchers filed by Captain Wil- 
lis were ample and sufficient, and that there was 
no just ground of appeal on the behalf of the Gov- 
ernment. Inquiry into the matter was instituted 
at the Treasury Department, and there seemed to 
be a general acquiescence in the justice of the 
claim. 

Thebill was then laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee next proceeded to the consider- 


| ation of House bill No. 51, entitled ‘*A bill for the 


| ceased.’’ 


relief of the widow and heirs of Elijah Beebe, de- 
The bill was read through. 
At the request of Mr. EASTMAN, the report 


| accompanying the bill was read for the informa- 
| tion of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
some information from the Committee on Indian 


I hear no objection to the 


| Affairs with reference to this bill. It seems to me, 


from the reading of the report, that the appropria- 


| tion is for depredations committed by a tribe of 
| Indians on the property of the claimants, or of their 


ancestor. If this be true, there is a law bearing 
upon cases of the kind; and I should like to 
know from the gentleman who reported that bill 
whether it comes within the provisions of the law 
I allude to. I believe it is the law of 1834. I 
speak now of the intercourse act; and my recol- 
lection of that Jaw is, that it requires that, in 
cases of this sort, where depredations have been 
committed by a tribe of Indians to which the 
Government is paying annuities, the amount shal! 
be taken from the annuity of the Indian tribe; and 
if the depredations have been committed by a tribe 
of Indians to wham the Government is not paying 
annuities, then I understand the rule to be that the 
Government is not bound to make compensation. 

Several Mempers. ‘‘ No!” “No!” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I tell the gentleman, then, that 


| I will make this objection when the case comes up. 


: Bf || must go over. 
| it appears that the petitioner was a paymaster in |) struction to the genUeman’s remarks; but it under: 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
made? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. : 

Mr. JONES. Then, sir, by the rule, the bill, 
when it gives rise to discussion, cannot be con- 
sidered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. H ovs- 
Ton} ag objecting to the passage of the bill, but 
as merely rising to inquire for information. Ot 
course, if he objects to the passage of the bill, it 
The Chair cannot give any con- 


Is that « bjection 
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stood that he merely put them forward for the 
nurpose of eliciting information. 

Mr HOUSTON. I do not want to prevent the 
sage of the bill; I merely want information on 

t I have mentioned. 

“an "WAS SHBURNE, of Illinois. This bill 
has been before a committee. | may state that 
the matter of it was fully invéstigated by two com- 
mittees, and reported on unanimously by both 
these committees. It was also investigated care- 
fully by Mr. Dodge, one of the most scrupulous 
and faithful public servants in the country. I trust 
no objection will be offered to its passage. 

Mr. LETCHER. If | understand it aright, 
this claim for Indian depredations originated in 
the year 1822. If my recollection serves me in 
regard to this intercourse act, one of the sections 
of that act requires that before the Government 
can be made liable for depredations af this sort, 
the party setting up the claim for damages shall 
have raised the question in the Indian territory, 
and fixed the liability upon the parties there. 

This case originated in 1822, and from that 
time to the present, this is the first occasion upon 
which this claim has come up for consideration. 
I should like to know whether this case comes 
within the limits of the law; whether it is shown 
that the depredations were committed; and whether 
the facts have been settled in regard to them; and, 
if so, why this claim has not been brought up for 
diseussion during the period intervening between 
1822 and 1853—thirty-one years. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. _I answer to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Letrcuer,] that this 
claim did originate in 1822. The proofs were 
made in conformity to the act called the ‘ in- 
tercourse act’? of 1802, but the matter was not 
acted upon by the Department. The party, Mr. 
Beebe, died soon after the application for indem- 
nity was made. The heirs did not follow up the 
matter, and no action was taken by the proper 
Department of the Government until the year 
1837, when the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
instructed Mr. Dodge, Governor of Wisconsin, 
and ex officio Superintendent of Indian Affairs, to 
make an investigation of the claim. He did as 
he was instructed, and made an investigation of 
the matter, and gave the certificate which has been 
read here by the Clerk. There was no action 
taken upon that action of Governor Dodge for 
some length of time. When that action was 
taken, objection was made by the Indian Bureau 
as to the formality and sufficiency of the testi- 
mony which had been taken in the case. Hence 
it is that the parties come here for relief. The 
whole matter has been investigated, under the di- 
rection of the Government, by a long-tried, vigi- 
lant, and most faithful public servant. All the 
testimony and facts in the case were before Gov- 
ernor Dodze, and his adjudication ought to be 
satisfactory. Under the act of 1802, there was 
no limit as to the time when the claim against the 
tribes of Indians committing the depredations 
should be made; but this claim was actually made 
within two years, I think. This application for 
relief was first presented here at the last Congress. 

Mr. Beebe died in 1823; but 1 stated that within 
his lifetime he made an application to the Indians, 
and furnished the proof required by the act which 
has been referred to. 


é 


Governor Dodge, upon his investigation of the 


claim, gave interest to the claimants, which made 
the amount nearly six thousand dollars. But the 
committee, in their investigation, concluded to cut 
off the claim of interest, and they give only the 
original amount. 

I hope, therefore, under the circumstances, that 
the committee will allow the bill to be reported to 
the House without objection. 


Mr. LETCHER. I went this morning to the 
committee room for the purpose of getting the re- 
ort in this case. This is the second time I have 
veen there to get reports, in order to inform myself 
in regard to the merits of all claims which come 
up here for consideration. I was told that the 
report was not printed. I find this report here is 
a very long one, embracing some twelve or fifteen 
pages, one third of which has probably not been 
read to the House, and consequently the House 
is not in possession of the facts upon the record. 
I therefore object, in order to give members time 
to investigate the case. 

Objection being made, the bill went over under 
the rule. 
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ISAAC P, SIMONTON. 

Senate bill ** for the relief of the leval repr 
tives of Isaac P. 
taken up. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

A Memeper. Read the report. 

Mr. MACE. I can, ima minute, explain to the 
House the nature of this case, without detaining 
them with the reading of these lengthy documents. 

The payment of $800 is provided for in the 
treaty of 1537 with these Indians. It was, how- 
ever, to be made from the proceeds of the sales of 
certain lands belonging to the United States, as 
soon as these lands should be sold. 

In 1838, another treaty was made, appropriating 
$75,000 for the purpose of paying the demands 
specified in the first treaty. That appropriation 
was exhausted without paying this demand, and 
one other small claim which has since been paid, 
and is referred to in this report 

The lands set apart for the payment of this 
claim is now, and has been, since the ratification 
of the treaty of 1837, held at $2 50 an acre, while 
the lands adjpining have been sold at the usual 
price of $1 25 per acre. 

The Committee on Claims do not deem it ne- 
cessary, inthe small matter of this account, to ask 
the Commissioner of the Land Office whether the 
sum of eight hundred dollars had been realized 
from the sale of the lands set apart forthe pay- 
ment of these claims; but Inasmuch as it was a 
claim which must at last be paid out of the gen- 
eral treasury, thought it would be better to pay 
the heirs of Major Simonton the sum stipulated 
by the treaty. As I remarked, this is the last 
claim remaining unpaid arising out of the stipula 
tions of that treaty. I hope, therefore, there will 
be no objection, but that the bill will be laid aside 
to be reported to the House. 

There was no objection, and the bill was accord- 
ingly laid aside. 

MADISON PARTON. 

The next bill in order was the * bill for the re- 
lief of Madison Parton.”’ 

The bill and report were read through by the 
Clerk 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask if this bill 
provides for the payment of interest? 

Mr. HILLYER. I will reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. I understand the nature of this 
case, for I have had the management of it since it 


esenta 


Simonton, deceased,’ was next 


| has been pending before the Committee on Claims. 
| It is a very small claim, originating in the year 


| with effect. 


1838. Madison Parton, enlisted in the service of 
the United States in July, 1837, and served until 
February, 1838. He was paid about the last of 
October, 1837, what was then due him, to wit: for 
about two months and tw enty days’ service. At 
the time of his discharge in 1838, his name of 
course was stricken from the roll, so that when 
the roll was returned to the War Department, his 
name did not appear upon it. On his application 
to the War Department for the amount that was 
due from November, 1837, until February, 1838— 
about three months—he was informed that the 
Department could not pay him, because it was 
controlled by the muster-roll. The muster-roll 
furnished conclusive evidence as to who were 
members of the company, and the length of time 
they had served. 

The amount of the claim is small. Parton is a 
poor man, and an ignorant man, and has never 
been able to prosecute his claim before this House 
It has been pending here, however, 
since 1848, in some shape or other, and was pend- 
ing before different Departments of the Govern- 
ment long prior to that time. He has been, to the 
best of his ability, prosecuting his claim ever since 
it originated. 

I will say to the srentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Jones] that this bill does provide for the 
payment of interest upon the claim, on the ground 
that it is justly due as any part of the claim; but 
I hope the gentleman will not object to the bill on 
that score. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
out that part of the bill which provides for the 
payment of interest. If that is not done, I shall 
object to the nassage of the bill. 

Mr. HILLYER. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon thatamendment. Hecan moveto 
strike out that portion of the bill when it comes 
into the House. I earnestly appeal to him to let 


‘ the bill go before the House in its present shape. 
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heen referred to 


Mr. JONES The bill has 
this committee in order thatit may be perfected, 
and no gentieman here knows better than the cen 
tleman from Georgia that we can do noth: in 
House 
The previous question will be called upon it, and 
all amendments will be cut off. 

Mr. HILLYER Well, | have no objection to 
a vote being taken on the amendment in the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. MACE, I 


two. 


the way of amending it after it gets into the 


desire to say but a word or 
The only reason why the Committee on 
Claims inserted a provision in this bill for the 
payment of interest was, that they believed the 
claimant was entitled to the money from the time 
he made application for his pay to the War De- 
partment, and such being the case » we could see 
no reason why the Government should not pay in- 


terest as wellas an individual. Usually the com- 


mittee refuse to allow interest on claims. fut this 
is a very smal! matter any how. 

ry ry 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jones's 


amendment; and, on a division, 
48 in the affirmative. 

Mr. HILLYER. I do not 
division. 
adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the bill. Let it go over till another day. 

Mr. HILLYER. 1 will agree to the amend- 
ment which has been proposed, if the gentleman 
will withdraw his ob 

Mr. JONES. 
go over. 

The bill was therefore laid over. 

The committee next pro eeded to the cor sidera- 
tion of House bill No. 58, * for settling the claims 
of the legal representatives of Richard W. Meade, 
deceased.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that 
the report accompanying the bill is extremely long. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is too im port- 
ant a bill to be considered at this time. It claims 
the payment by the Government of half a million 
of dollars, on which amount interest wil! also be 
demanded. I object. 

Objection being made, the bill was passed over. 

The committee next proceeded to the consid era- 
tion of House bill No. 59, ** A bill authorizing the 
issuing of patents to award an extension of the 
patent of Samuel Colt, a citizen of the United 
States, for an improvement in fire-arms.”’ 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. HENN. I object to that bill. 

The bill, objection being made, was passed over 
under the rule. 

The committee next proceeded to the consid- 
eration of House bill ..0. 63, “ for the relief of 
Charles Lee Jones.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
it went over under the rule. 

The committee next took up House bill No. 98, 
‘* A bill for the relief of Henry Lewis, of Clinton 
county, New York.” 

Mr. MACE. A motion has been made in the 
committee from which that bil! came to reconsider 
its favorable report, and I therefore ask that it 
be passed over. 

Mr. LETCHER. Had it not better be recom- 
mitted to the committee ? 

Mr. MACE. I do not think that it is neces- 
sary to do so. Wecan consider the motion to 
reconsider as well without the motion of reference 
as with it. 

The bill for the relief of George Simpton coming 
up next in order, was read. 

Mr. HAMILTON objected, and it went over 
under the rule. 

The next bill in order on the Calendar was a 
bill for the relief of William Blake, providing for 
an increase of pension. 

No objection being made, it was laid aside, to 
be reported to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

House bill (No. 103) ** for the relief of Ferdinand 
Clark ,’’ coming up in order, was read by the Clerk 

Mr. FUL L ER. As the report in this case is 
lengthy, I can give a short synopsis of it by way 
of explanation to the House. 

3v the act of Conecreas of the 


there were only 


want a further 
lam willing to let the amendment be 
I must object to 


ection, 
No, sir, | pre fer that the bill shall 


objected to it, and 


30th of June, 1834, 


certain duties were imposed upon Spanish vesee 
clearing from ports of the United States, and coun- 
tervailing duties upon American vessels nding 


cargoes in Cuba and Porto Rico. The memorial- 
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ist in this case being an American citizen, instead 
of shipping bis rice and Jard on board an Ameri- 
can vessel, whereby he would have had to pay duty 
upon landing the goods, shipped them on board of 
a Spanish brig, and paid the duties upon them to 
the collector of the port of Charleston. The brig 
was wrecked, and never reached the port of desti- 
nation, 

The report sets forth that it was the object of 
the law to impose those duties upon goods in 
Spanish vessels, landed inCuba. But inasmuch 
asthe petitioner never had the benefit of landing 
the goods there, it was considered unjust to impose 
upon him the tonnage duties, 

Mr. JONES, of'Tennessee. Let it go over. 

Objection being made to the bill, it went over 
under the rule. 

FLouse bill (No. 104) * for the relief of Adolphus 
Mier & Co., of St. Louis,’’ coming up in order; 
and having been read, 

Mr. SKELTON objected, and it went over 
under the rule. 

Senate bill *‘ for the relief of Wilson & Brothers, 
of St. Louis, Missouri,’’ coming up in order, was 
read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. SKELTON objected to its consideration, 
and it was laid over. 

Senate bill ** for the relief of Robert Grignon”’ 
was then read through by the Clerk. This bill 
provides for the payment to Robert Grignon of the 
sum of $19,000, in full satisfaction of his claims 
arising outof the treaty with the Menomonee tribe 
of Indians. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The sum claimed is a 
very large one, and this matter ought to be investi- 
gated. 

Mr. EASTMAN. There is not a more just 
claim before Congress; and gentlemen will be sat- 
isfied of the fact, if they will take the trouble to 
listen to the reading of the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HAVEN, (interrupting.) I think thisclaim | 
ought to be looked into. I object. 

Mr. EASTMAN. If the gentleman will only 
have patience to hear the report read, he will see 
that it is a perfectly clear case, and I am sure 
will not object. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have heard enough to satisfy 
me that it involves a question which we ought not 
to settle without examination. 

Mr. EASTMAN. There is no question at all 
involved. 

Mr. HAVEN. I must object. 

Mr. EASTMAN. lask the gentleman to with- 
draw his objection, at least until he can hear read 
a communication from the Commissioner of In- | 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. HAVEN. I cannot withdraw my ob- 
jection. 

The bill was therefore passed over. 

The next bill coming up in order was the bill 
‘* for the relief of George G. Bishop, and the legal 
representatives of John Arnold, deceased.’’ 

Mr. EASTMAN. I object to its considera- 
tion. ‘ 

‘The Calendar having now been read through, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that 
the committee rise, and report to the House the 
bills laid aside for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee] 
having taken the chair, the Chairman [Mr. Dis- 
ney] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration various private bills, and had directed 
him to report back the following, with a recom- 
mendation that they do pass: 

House bill (No. 6) “ for the relief of Lewis B. 
Willis, late a paymaster in the Army of the 
United States;’’ 

House bill (No. 53) ‘* for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Isaac B. Simonton, deceased ;”’ 
and 

House bill (No. 100) “* for the relief of Wil- 
liam Blake.’’ 


ADJOURNMENT TILL TUESDAY. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move that 
when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday next. 

[Cries of ** No! No!’’] 


Mr. EWING, I would suggest to my colleague | 


the propriety of not adjourning over to-morrow, 
if we are to adjourn over Monday. 

Mr. STANTON. I propose that we should 
adjourn over till Tuesday, because Monday is set 
apart as the day on which the battle of New Or- 
leans isto becelebrated. Thatismy only reason. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I demand tellers. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. Iwill withdraw the | 


demand for tellers. 
Mr. ROBBINS. I renew it. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and 


| Sapp were appointed. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Stanton’s 


motion; and it was decided in the affirmative—ayes | 


96, noes 37. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Isit in order 
to submit the motion that the House now proceed 
to the consideration of the business upon the 


| Speaker’s table? 
The SPEAKER. It is not; this being private | 


bill day. 


The bill “ for the relief of Lewis P. Willis, late a | 


paymaster in the Army of the United States,’’ was 


then taken up, ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time; and being engrossed, was read athird || 


time, and passed. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Is it not competent 
to move that the bills reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, with recommendations that they do 
pass, be voted on en masse ? 


The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 


unanimous consent. 


Mr. WHEELER. I object. 


Bills Nos. 53 and 100, which were reported to | 


the House with the recommendation that they do 
pass, were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, were read 
a third time, and passed. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
now proceed to the consideration of the business 
on the Speaker’s table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 
SMALL NOTES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate 
bill, entitled ‘* A bill to suppress the circulation of 
small notes as a currency in the District of Co- 
lumbia;’’ which was read a first and second time 
by its title; and, 


On motion by Mr. HAMILTON, referred to | 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


DISTRICT COURTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
Senate bill No. 28, ‘* A bill concerning the district 
courts of the United States in California;’’ which 
was read a first and second time by its title; and, 

On motion by Mr. LATHAM, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


WAREHOUSING. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate 
bill No. 39, ** A bill to extend the warehousing 
system by establishing private bonded warehouses 
and for other purposes;’’ which was read a first 
and second time by its title; and, 

On motion by Mr. COBB, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The next bill upon the Speaker’s table was 
Senate bill No. 13, entitled **A bill prescribing 
the manner of appointing the Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury.”’ 

The SPEAKER. This bill is upon its third 
reading; and upon that the previous question has 
been demanded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to inquire, 
sir, whether that is the Senate bill? 


The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My impression was 


that the question was upon a motion made by 


myself, that the bill should be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I therefore move 


the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the 


third readingof the bill. Ifthe previous question be 


seconded, then the question will be on its reference; | 
if that fail, then the question will be on the amend- 


ment; and if that fail, then on ordering the bill to 
its third reading. 






Jan. 6, 
Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Kentuck 
[Mr. Breckinrince) withdraw his demand _ 
the previous question? I propose to offer a sy\)- 
stitute for the bill. 
Several MempBers. ‘No!’ ** No!” 
The SPEAKER. Then the question will be on 
seconding the demand for the previous question 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I suppose the gen. 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Onn] would not 
make the request he has made, unless he had ful! 
considered the effect of his substitute. As I am not 
in the habit of standing in the way of gentlemen 
under such circumstances, I withdrawmy motion 
for the previous question, 

Mr. ORR. I propose, sir, to offer a substitute 
for the bill from the Senate. I desire the attention 
of the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Puixuips. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind the 
gentleman from South Carolina that a motion to 
refer having been made, and being now pending, 
a motion to amend the bill is not now in order. 

Mr. ORR. I would inquire who made the mo- 
tion to refer? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not reco}- 
lect, but he has the impression that it was made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brecx- 
INRIDGE. | 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Kentucky, 
then, oblige me by withdrawing that motion also? 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chairis reminded, and 
|| he now recollects, that there are two motions of 
'| reference pending, one to refer to the Committee 
|, on Ways and Means, and the other, which was 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
| Breckinrince,) to refer to the Judiciary Commit- 
| tee. 
| Mr.ORR. The motion to refer to the Com- 
|| mittee on Ways and Means was withdrawn. 
TheSPEAKER. That motion was made by the 
| gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hissarp.| 

Mr. HIBBARD. To accommodate the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, 1 will withdraw that 
motion. 

‘| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I object to the with- 
drawal of those motions to refer. 
|| ‘The SPEAKER. The Chair would say to the 
gentleman from Virginia that he cannot object, or 
| atleast, that his objection will not prevent the with- 
| drawal of the motions, because any motion made 
| by a member of the House is within his control 
until the House shall have taken action upon it, 
| and thereby taken it out of his possession. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If it is in order, 
| to accommodate the gentleman I will withdraw my 
motion to refer the bill to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BAYLY. 1 did not mean, nor do | now 
mean, at all to make a point upon the Speaker, or 
| to take an appeal from his decision. I wish, 
| therefore, that the Chair would not tell me that I 
have nothing to say. (Laughter.] I apprehended 
that the Chair was going to say that I meant to 
| intimate that when a motion had been once made, 
and was in the possession of the House for two 
or three days, no one member had a right to with- 
draw it. 
| Mr.ORR. The only motion that cannot be 
| withdrawn is a motion to reconsider after the 
| second day succeeding the disposition of the ques- 
|| tion proposed to be reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. The 45th rule provides: 


*¢ After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
| Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possession of the 
| House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decis- 
ion or amendment.”’ 


There has been no decision or amendment on 
either of the motions to refer; consequently, un- 
der that rule, the Chair thinks the motions are 
under the control of the movers. A motion made 
for reconsideration cannot be withdrawn by the 
| mover after the time has expired in which a mo- 
| tion for reconsideration can be made. That rule 
| is to prevent persons from making a motion of 
| that kind, and then, after the time has expired in 
| which the motion can be again made, withdraw- 
| ing it, and thus take it out of the power of the 
|| House to have a reconsideration. 
| Mr. ORR. I propose to amend the Senate 
| resolution by striking out all after the word “ re- 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| solved,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words: 


That hereafter, as the office of Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be vacated, the appointment of his suc- 
cessor shall be made by the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


| In presenting this amendment, I desire to make 
| a brief statement, and I shall not consume much 
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of the time of the House in debating it. I desire 
to conform the legislation of this Congress to that 
of the last Congress. At the last Congress it was 
thought necessary, in consequence of the in- 
creased dignity of the Assistants Postmaster Gen- 
eral—that that officer should be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. That provision was, therefore, in- 
serted in the Post Office bill of the last session of 
Congress, and the amendment which I| have pro- 
posed and read was copied from it, word for word. 

‘The provision was made prospective in its opera- 
tion, as all legisatlian should be. 

Gentlemen upon this floor have protested—and 
I believe their protestations—that they have no 
hostility to any particular individual in pressing 
the passage of this Senate resolution. 

It does “look as if in other quarters, not here, 
that hostility was aimed at a particular person. 
Now, special legislation against an individual is 
generally dangerous, and it is always unjust. 
This office was created in 1849, and it was not 
found for a period of five years that he was of 
that class or description of superior officers which 
are required to be nominated by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate. I do not think now 
that he is an officer of that description. But 
why, if there be no hostility to a particular person, 
is it now thus suddenly found that the Constitu- 
tion requires this officer to be appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate? The 
very title of the officer is a sufficient description to 
my mind of the character of the office which he 
holds. It is that of 4ssistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. That defines the character of the offi- 
cer; and if the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment choose to invest the appointment of that 
officer with the head of the bureau, or with the 
President alone, they have a perfect right, in my 
judgment, to do so. 

| concur very fully in the constitutional argu- 
ment made by my friend from Alabama, [Mr. 
Putwies.}] 1 concede that there is plausibility in 
the argument made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, but | do not think that the House will con- 
cur in the conclusions to which he comes, that this 
officer is one of that class of superior officers who 
should, of necessity, be nominated by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate The amendment, 
as I stated before, will conform the legislation of 
the present to that of the last Congress. It was 
not pretended, during the last Congress, in the 
section in the Post Office bill, which came from the 
Senate, that it would be just, right, and proper to 
apply the law to the existing Assistants Postmaster 
General; neither is it right | to apply the law which 
is proposed to be passed now to the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would ask 
the gentleman from South Carolina whether the 
act to which he refers was not passed near the 
close of the last session of Congress, when a new 
Administration was coming into power, and when 
the reasonable supposition was that there would 
be an important change among those officers who 
were to be appointed by the President, by and 
with the consent and advice of the Senate? ? 

Mr. ORR. 
pectation that there might be a change in the ap- 
pointment of these officers. The effect of the 
resolution, whether these officers were to hold ten 
days, ten months, or ten years, is precisely the 
same. Thedeclared purpose of Congress was not 
to legislate out of office an inferior officer who had 
derived his existence and authority from his supe- 
rior in office, and the principle was universally 
. quiesced in as correct. Now I desire that we shall 

follow this wholesome precedent and make the 
resolution of the Senate retrospective in its opera- 
tion—apply the same rule to the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Treasury that our predecessors ap- 
plied to the Assistants Postmaster General. The 
substitute I offer accomplishes this result. This 
matter has undergone a very full discussion, and 
if the House concur with me in the view which I 

take of it, they will pass the amendment which I 
offer; and upon it [ call the previous question. 

Mr. BAY LY, of Virginia. I desire to speak 
upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is a demand for the 
previous question. 

Upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question, a division being had, there were—ayes 
70, noes not counted. 


I have no doubt there was an ex- | 


THE CONGRESSION 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. I movethat the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. Upon that motion I call 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and ny FAULKNER 
and WHEELER were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 73, noes 69. 

So the motion was agreed to; and 


The House, at three o’clock, p. m., adjourned 
until Tuesday. 


1 demand tellers. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 9, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Siicer. 
TheJournal of Thursday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Norris 
in the chair) laid before the Senate a report from 
the Secretary of War, communicating, in pur- 
suance of the act of April 2, 1794, a statement 
of the expenses of the national armories, and the 
number of arms and appendages made thereat 
during the year ending June 3, 1853; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 

Also, a report from the Secretary of War, c a 
municating, in pursuance of the act of March 3, 
1809, a statement of the expenditures for the con- 
tingent expenses of the military establishment 
during the year 1853; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, in an- 
swer to the resolution of the Senate of the 27th 
ultimo, relative to theexperiments made to test the 
relative efficacy and usefulness of the Onondaga 
solar salt, and the Turk’s Island salt, in the cure 
and packing of provisions; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Ed- 
ward Wheeler, praying a pension in consideration 
of the services of his father, Samuel Wheeler, 
during the war of the revolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, the petition of John Boykin, praying a 
pension in consideration of the services of his 
father, Bias Boykin, during the war of the Revo- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Judson 
R. Osgood, of Indianapolis, praying the enact- 
ment of such laws relating to American patents as 
shall more effectually guard the rights of patentees 
from foreign infractions; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. CHASE. I hold in my hand, and desire 
to ask for it the favorable consideration of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, a memorial signed 
by the judges and members of the bar of Cincin- 
nati, representing the great importance of spee dy 
action upon the bill to divide the State of Ohio 
into two judicial districts, growing out of the ex- 
tension of maritime jurisdiction in the courts of 
the United States. Iask that it may be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and | hope 
the committee will give early attention to the sub- 
ject. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. CHASE presented the petition of C. H. 
Crawford and others, of Dayton, Ohio, praying 
the enactment of a law giving further remedies to 
patentees; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, held on the 30th of Decem- 
ber, 1853, relative to the destruction of the railroad 
passing through the city of Erie, by the citizens 
of Erie; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of George 
Fitzsimmons, praying to be allowed arrears of 

pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Piniious 

Also, the petition of David P. Weeks, praying 
to be allowed his pension, which was suspended 
during the time he was employed in the War De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr, JOHNSON presented the petition of R. 
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W . Johnson, praying theestablishment of amail 
route from Antoine to C the State of 
Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a letter from F. Boothe, in favor of the 
establishment of a mail route from Powhattan 
to Gainesville,in Arkansas; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial of chaplains of the Army, 
praying the establishment of a corps of chaplains 
similar to the medical corps; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and papers relative to the 
claim of A. J. Williamson be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims 


On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN 


, it waa 
Ordered, 'T 


rhat the memorial and papers of William Senna 
Factor be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 


On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, 
it was 
Ordered, 


amden, in 


> anal re 


That the petition of William L pray 


Meredith, 
ing compensation for the services of his father in the army 
of the Revolution, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 


and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claimea. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers in the case of 
Barrell and 8S. V. 8. Wilder, in behalf of them 

selves and other heirs of the owners of the ship Columbia 
and sloop Washington, anu others, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


. 
George 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Robert H. Ham 
ilton be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the administra 
tors of C. P. Van Ness be withdrawn from the files of ihe 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That Jean Baptiste 
withdraw his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the administrators of Wi! 
liam A. Slacum, deceased, be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re 
latious. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FOOT. I am requested to ask that the 
Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred 
the memorial of Robert B. Steptoe and others, be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to which committee it appropriately be- 
longs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of the 
Rev. John Reynolds, praying to be allowed extra 
pay and traveling expenses as chaplain in the 
army stationed in California, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of Albert G. Howel, submitted a report ac- 
companied by a bill for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of William Weeks; which 
was read a first time, and ordered toa second read- 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to 
was referred the memorial of Charles Derbigny 
an@ others, submitted a report ace ompanied by a 
bill confirming a certain land claim in Louisiana 
known as the Fleurian claim; which was read a 
first time, and ordered toa second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a bill confirming certain land claims 
in Louisiana in the Bastrop grant, reported it 
back without amendment, and recommended its 

yassare. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce 
which was referred the memorial of Francis B 
Ogden, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
submitted the following order; which was 
considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to; 


Beaubien have leave to 


which 


' 
, 0 


Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the letter of U 
Secretary of the Treasurv, communicating the reporter tt 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year !"od,in 
addition to the usual number, be printed; five thou-and 


| copies thereof for the use of the Senate, and the remainder 
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for distribution by the Coast Survey Office; and that the 
same be bound with the plates, in quarto form, and that the 
plates be printed under the directuon of the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey 


Mr. HAMLIN. I believe there has been no 
vote of the Senate ordering the printing of that 
document. I move, therefore, that the usual num- 
ber be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the same committee, re- | 


ported a joint resolution authorizing an increase 
of the force in the office of the Superintendent of 
Public Printing; which was read a first time, and 
ordered to a second reading; and, on Mr. Ham- 
Lin’s motion, @ letter from the late Superintendent, 
accompanying the joint resolution, was ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of the adminis- 
trator of the late Lieutenant Michael Everly, an 
officer in the war of the Revolution, praying that 
a pension may be granted to his children, submit- 
ted a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
the childcen of the late Lieutenant Michael Everly, 
a revolutionary officer. The bill was read a first 
time, and ordered to a second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

lie also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petiuon of Mary C. Hamilton, 
widow of the late Captain Hamilton, praying for 
a pension, submitted a report accompanied by a 
bill for her relief. The bill was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading ; and the report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Daniel Nichols, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which were referred the memorial 
and papers of Amos and John E. Kendall, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 


the same, and that they be referred to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Lie also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to amend the act *‘ to divide 
the State of Arkansas into two judicial districts, 
and for other purposes,”’ asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary; which was agreed to. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill granting the right of 
way and making a grant of land to certain railroad 
companies, for the benefit of the States in which 
they are situated, 

Mr. MASON gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize the payment 
of invalid pensions in certain cases. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, gave notice of his 
inten:ion to ask leave to introduce a bill making 
grants of land in aid of the construction of a rail- 
road from Madison, in the State of Wisconsin, to 
the Mississippi river, in said State. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
pay masters’ clerks who served in Mexico. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BADGER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill allowing a 
credit, for a limited period, on duties on railroad 
iron imported into the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
establish a court for the investigation of claims 
against the United States; which was read twice 
by its utle, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

Mr. MALLORY, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to provide for the establishment of a marine 
hospital at St. Marks, in the State of Florida; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, in pursuance 
of previous notice, asked and aati leave to 
introduce a bill to provide for the payment of 
such creditors of the late Republic of Texas as 
are comprehended in the act of Congress of Sep- 
tember 9, 1850; which was read twice by its ttle, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 





| resolution. 


| the Senate, with the communications from both 


Mr. MALLORY, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill giving the right of way and granting alternate 
sections of certain public lands to the State of Flor- 
ida, to further the construction of certain railroads 
therein; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. BAYARD, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce ** A 
bill to provide for the public printing, engraving, 
and binding;’’ which was read twice by its ttle, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WALKER. Without a special order, that 
bill will not be printed until after it ts reported 
from the committee. As it is a bill of so general 
interest, I feel anxious to see it, and therefore 
move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ISTHMUS OF TEHUANTEPEC. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 


lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate, if vot in his opinion 
incompatible with the public intere-t, any correspondence 
thatmay have taken place between the Government of the 
United States and that of Mexico respecting the right 
of way across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, not embraced 
in the communication made by President Fillmore on that 
subject to the Senate on July 27, 1852; also, under like 
‘imitation, to communicate to the Senate all information in 
the possession of the lixecutive concerning the action of 
the Mexican Government in relation to said right of way, 
and any proposed convention concerning it. 


I beg leave to offer the fol- 


Mr. President, as this resolution is one of in- 
quiry only, | propose to ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate for its adoption at this time. 
But before doing so, in order to prevent any mis- 
apprehension of motive, [ desire to say a few 
words. ‘The Senate has now under consideration 
a communication from the Executive, made in 
response to a resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] The discussion 
which is about to take place on that communica- 
tion, it is evident to all, will take a much wider 
range than the simple interpretation of the treaty, 
which was the basis of the call of that Senator. 

In that discussion it is not my intention to par- 
ticipate; I leave itin abler and better hands. Bess 
sir, when that treaty comes under discussion before 


Governments in relation to that treaty, it will be 
found that the treaty embraces the whole subject 
of Isthmiancommunication. It embraces the com- 
munication across that very Isthmus to which my 
resolution is pointed—a communication which | 
particularly interests not only my own constit- 

uency, but nearly every southern State, every 

State in the valley of the Mississippi, and the en- | 
tire American population on the Pacific ocean. I | 
think it will be found that that subject is one neces- | 
sarily embraced in the discussion, which will form 

a proper corollary to it,and in relation to which I 

shall ask the indulgence of the Senate for a hear- | 
ing; but it will only be after the general discussion | 
shall have been closed, and with the view that the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations may be put in 
possession of the entire subject-matter, so that 
their report may present all the matters of inter- 
est embraced in these Isthmian lines of communi- | 
cation. It is with that view that I propose to | 


| make this call; and | hope there is no objection to | 


| consent, and agreed to. 


the passage of the resolution, being, as | said be- 
fore, merely one of inquiry. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 
The PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. Gwin, 

Bricut, Rusk, Dovetas, Bett, Everett, Sew- | 
arp, Geyer, and Evans, the select committee to | 
consider that portion of the President’s message 
and accompanying doctments relative to a railroad | 
to the Pacific ocean; and the various bills relating 
thereto; which was ordered to be appointed by 
the resolution adopted on the 4th instant. 


HARBOR AND RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. I submit the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
furnish the Senate, as soon as practicable, with a report of 
all the werk done under the appropriations of 1852, in ref 
erence to western rivers and harbors. 


I do not think there can be any objection to that 
It relates to rivers and harbors. I | 
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therefore hope the Senate will oblige me by consid- 
ering it now. 

Mr. STUART. AsI understand it, I should 
prefer to let it lie over. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. Let it go over. 


DETENTION OF THE NORTHERN MAIL, 

Mr. FOOT submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
communicate to the Senate the causes of the repeated de 
tention of the northern mail, particularly between the cities 
of New York and Washington; and whether, in his opin 
ion, any action is required on the part of Congress for the 
effectual removal of those causes. 


NEW POST ROUTES. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 


olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing, by law, post routes from Memphis, in the State 
of Tennessee, by way of Wittsburg and Augusta, to 
Searcy, in White county, Arkansas; and trom Jackson- 
port, inthe State of Arkansas, to White Haus, in the county 
of Izard, in the same State; and from Jacksonport to 
Clarksville, all in said State. . 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 10, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. CASS. A message will soon be received 
from the House of Representatives, which will 
undoubtedly render it proper for us to adjourn in 
the course of a few minutes. To-day was assigned 
for the consideration of the motion to refer the 
President’s message and documents in relation to 


| the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. As we cannot con- 


sider that subject to-day, I move that it be post- 
poned to, and made the special order for, to-mor- 
row. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a report from Willis A. 
Gorman and Richard M. Young, commissioners 
appointed by the President of the United States to 
investigate the charges of fraud alleged against 
Alexander Ramsey, late Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs in Minnesota Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. FISH presented the petition of Henry K. 
Brown, praying for fourteen pieces of condemned 
brass cannon, to enable him to cast an equestrian 
stasue of Washington, to be erected in the city of 
New York; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John Thomas, praying an 
appropriation to enable him to build an engine as 


|, an improvement on the steam-engine; which was 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, certain proceedings of the grand jury in 
the southern district of New York, representing 
the necessity of the Government providing build- 
ings for the detention and custody of prisoners 
and persons held as witnesses; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
certain officers of the Army at Fort Vancouver, 
in Washington Territory, praying an increase of 
the commutation price of their rations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented two petitions from 
citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying 
that one hundred and sixty acres of land may be 
granted to each of the soldiers in the war of 1512, 
and all subsequent wars, without regard to rank 
and length of service; which was referred to the 


: Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DAWSON presented the petition of Moren 
Moore, praying to be allowed the difference be- 
tween the pensions paid his father and mother and 
that to which they were entitled; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented two petitions of cit- 
izens of New York, praying thata contract may 
be entered into with Christian Hansen, for the 
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